=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 2001 11:43:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Invertebrate Protocol

In-Reply-To:  <Pine.GSO.4.21.0012211648390.14086-100000@uhunix3>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; types="text/plain,text/html";

              boundary="=====================_12863546==_.ALT"

--=====================_12863546==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

At 04:51 PM 12/21/00 -1000, you wrote:

>UH IBC is reviewing a protocol on the creation of disease

>resistant transgenic shrimp/crab/lobster.  A

>granting agencies is stating if there is protocol for the "proper" care

>and use of these types of animals.  Does anyone have protocol/guidelines

>on the care and use of invertebrates?

>

Hubert,

The animal care folks here say that invertebrates are not covered by any Fed.

regs (and for us in Cambridge, MA not covered by any local regs either).  They

normally mark N/A on sections regarding care.

Personally, I think proper care would involve a pot of boiling water and some

melted butter. :))

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 2001 11:36:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IAQ issues

In-Reply-To:  <C9DD7DA49BF9D211B58800805FA7F1F503934519@ex3.UCHSC.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; types="text/plain,text/html";

              boundary="=====================_12407280==_.ALT"

--=====================_12407280==_.ALT
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At 01:59 PM 12/28/00 -0700, Therese M. Stinnett wrote:

<snip>

>she has experienced some symptoms of neurological deficiencies--which her

>physician felt warranted a visit to the neurologist;

>

>it turns out a co-worker of hers is also experiencing similar symptoms and

>was referred over a month ago to a neurologist

<SNIP>

>

> Is it possible to have

>neurological symptoms if there were a mold exposure (e.g. contaminated

>supply air, contaminated insulation, etc)  Colorado has a pretty dry

>atmosphere most of the time, but we occasionally see some rather damp

>weather.  Would that allow for a "burst" of mold growth or spores that could

>make folks ill?  Are there some reliable reference materials out there?

>web-based or hard copy?

>

There have been a number of reports concerning supposed mycotoxin exposure and

neurologic effects, the problem is that most of the reports do not document in

situ toxin production nor document that the effected people have had exposure

to that toxin (either the authors did not look for or did not find evidence of

toxin metabolites in the patients).  This, of course, makes it very difficult

to state that there is a correlation, nonetheless, lots of folks, including

lawyers, have jumped on the mycotoxin bandwagon.

There are a few more likely causes then fungi -- new furnishings, new

carpeting, carbonless forms, are three things that should be looked into.

Also

there is a possibility that it is not at all workplace related.  A number of

infectious diseases can also cause neurologic symptoms, as can MS.

Suggest that you get an occupational physician in to review the medical data

and the workplace.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 2001 13:02:01 +0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IAQ issues

In-Reply-To:  <200101021632.LAA15356@melbourne-city-street.MIT.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I must concur with Richard.  Unless somebody has already made an

assessment, this suggest that some common item in the work area created the

problem of both individuals.  What is there that could cause these

symptoms?  It seems to me that the gun has been jumped.  Start at the

beginning, go through all of the steps.

Bob

On this same problem,  OSHA gets invovled by what is called the

"workplace".  how do you define the "workplace"?

bob

> At 01:59 PM 12/28/00 -0700, Therese M. Stinnett wrote:

>

> <snip>

> >she has experienced some symptoms of neurological deficiencies--which her

> >physician felt warranted a visit to the neurologist;

> >

> >it turns out a co-worker of hers is also experiencing similar symptoms and

> >was referred over a month ago to a neurologist

> <SNIP>

> >

> > Is it possible to have

> >neurological symptoms if there were a mold exposure (e.g. contaminated

> >supply air, contaminated insulation, etc)  Colorado has a pretty dry

> >atmosphere most of the time, but we occasionally see some rather damp

> >weather.  Would that allow for a "burst" of mold growth or spores that could

> >make folks ill?  Are there some reliable reference materials out there?

> >web-based or hard copy?

> >

>

> There have been a number of reports concerning supposed mycotoxin

>exposure and neurologic effects, the problem is that most of the reports

>do not document in situ toxin production nor document that the effected

>people have had exposure to that toxin (either the authors did not look

>for or did not find evidence of toxin metabolites in the patients).  This,

>of course, makes it very difficult to state that there is a correlation,

>nonetheless, lots of folks, including lawyers, have jumped on the

>mycotoxin bandwagon.

>

> There are a few more likely causes then fungi -- new furnishings, new

>carpeting, carbonless forms, are three things that should be looked into.

>Also there is a possibility that it is not at all workplace related.  A

>number of infectious diseases can also cause neurologic symptoms, as can

>MS.

>

> Suggest that you get an occupational physician in to review the medical

>data and the workplace.

>

>

>Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Assoc. Biosafety Officer

> Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

> 617-258-5647

> rfink@mit.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 2001 09:48:32 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG>

Subject:      Isolyser Sharps Disposal

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

List members,

        I am interested in your experiences and opinions (pros and cons) on using the Isolyser Sharps Disposal or similar systems.  Mahalo,

Tom

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.
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Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 2001 15:09:42 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Damiana, Michael" <m.damiana@GENAISSANCE.COM>

Subject:      Ethidium Bromide

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I'm looking for information about disposal of electrophoresis gels

containing Ethidium Bromide.  I have looked around on the internet and found

a lot of conflicting information.

Happy New Year to all of you.

Michael J. Damiana

Laboratory Manager/ Biological Safety Officer

Genaissance Pharmaceuticals

Desk: (203) 786-3495

Cell Phone: (203) 627-0270

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 2001 12:21:54 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium Bromide

In-Reply-To:  <73CAB7DA2CBFD411859300508BAE424A2A3461@SGENUS03>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Michael -

One approach would be to have the labs collect the gels in disposable

wide-mouth containers (jars) with appropriate haz waste labels and dispose

of them as hazardous chemical or rad waste, as appropriate.  This also

addresses potential concerns about acrylamide waste.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director, EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857

==================================================

At 03:09 PM 1/2/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I'm looking for information about disposal of electrophoresis gels

>containing Ethidium Bromide.  I have looked around on the internet and found

>a lot of conflicting information.

>Happy New Year to all of you.

>

>Michael J. Damiana

>Laboratory Manager/ Biological Safety Officer

>Genaissance Pharmaceuticals

>Desk: (203) 786-3495

>Cell Phone: (203) 627-0270

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 2001 16:17:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Francis Churchill <fchurchi@ESF.UVM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium Bromide

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.3.32.20010102122154.007f0dd0@aviron.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

At UVM we have the labs collect them in poly lined 5 gallon pails which

EH&S provides. These are labeled as hazardous waste and DOT approved for

haz waste transporataion.  We swap the pails when we pick up the waste.  We

remove the bag'o'gels and pack them into 55 gallon drums for haz waste

incineration.

Francis

>

>One approach would be to have the labs collect the gels in disposable

>wide-mouth containers (jars) with appropriate haz waste labels and dispose

>of them as hazardous chemical or rad waste, as appropriate.  This also

>addresses potential concerns about acrylamide waste.

>Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>Director, EH&S

>Aviron

>408-845-8857

Alcohol and calculus don't mix.  Never drink and derive.

Francis Churchill, IHIT

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

667 Spear Street, UVM, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 656-5405

fchurchi@zoo.uvm.edu
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Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 2001 17:20:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Brenda Barry <BBarry@EHEINC.COM>

Subject:      Black Maria Photo

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi All,

Does anyone know the source of the photo of Black Maria that appeared on

the cover of the program for the recent Biosafety Conference in

Washington DC?  I am in the process of getting some background info on

history of the the Fort Detrick program.  Thanks.

Brenda E. Barry, Ph.D.

Senior Associate

Environmental Health & Engineering, Inc.

60 Wells Avenue

Newton, MA  02459

Phone: 617-964-8550

FAX: 617-964-8556
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Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 2001 17:28:39 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Black Maria Photo

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Brenda, Check with Bob Hawley at USAMRID bob.hawley@amedd.army.mil

Jack Keene

----- Original Message -----

From: "Brenda Barry" <BBarry@EHEINC.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Tuesday, January 02, 2001 5:20 PM

Subject: Black Maria Photo

> Hi All,

> Does anyone know the source of the photo of Black Maria that appeared on

> the cover of the program for the recent Biosafety Conference in

> Washington DC?  I am in the process of getting some background info on

> history of the the Fort Detrick program.  Thanks.

>

> Brenda E. Barry, Ph.D.

> Senior Associate

> Environmental Health & Engineering, Inc.

> 60 Wells Avenue

> Newton, MA  02459

> Phone: 617-964-8550

> FAX: 617-964-8556

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 2001 16:02:37 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Silberman <davidhs@LELAND.STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium Bromide as a hazardous waste: Some Surprises

In-Reply-To:  <73CAB7DA2CBFD411859300508BAE424A2A3461@SGENUS03>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>I'm looking for information about disposal of electrophoresis gels

>containing Ethidium Bromide.  I have looked around on the internet and found

>a lot of conflicting information.

>Happy New Year to all of you.

>

>Michael J. Damiana

>Laboratory Manager/ Biological Safety Officer

>Genaissance Pharmaceuticals

>Desk: (203) 786-3495

>Cell Phone: (203) 627-0270

We ran into the same situation at Stanford several years ago and

decided to have an independent lab run hazardous waste and toxicity

tests on ethidium bromide.  This lab is approved by the State of

California to determine whether materials are considered to be

hazardous or non-hazardous.  Surprisingly, ethidium bromide at

concentrations under 0.40% by weight were determined to be

non-hazardous, at least from a regulatory (California) perspective.

A caveat: tests were run using ethidium bromide as the sole chemical;

gels containing other substances, especially radioactive material,

may be need to be disposed of as hazardous waste.

The concentration limit 0.40% is accepted by our local hazardous

waste regulatory agency, which is charged with enforcing hazardous

waste regulations by Cal/EPA.  For information on test results,

please write to:

Stanford University Environmental Health and Safety

Hazardous Waste Program

Mail Code 8007

Stanford, CA 94305

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

Medical School Office Building

Stanford, CA 94305   Mail Code: 5460

650 723-6336 (DIRECT LINE)

650 725-7878 (FAX)

silberman@stanford.edu

http://somsafety.stanford.edu
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Date:         Wed, 3 Jan 2001 08:53:56 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium Bromide

In-Reply-To:  <73CAB7DA2CBFD411859300508BAE424A2A3461@SGENUS03>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; types="text/plain,text/html";

              boundary="=====================_89063967==_.ALT"

--=====================_89063967==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

At M.I.T. we collect them and ship them off as hazardous waste.

At 03:09 PM 1/2/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I'm looking for information about disposal of electrophoresis gels

>containing Ethidium Bromide.  I have looked around on the internet and found

>a lot of conflicting information.

>Happy New Year to all of you.

>

>Michael J. Damiana

>Laboratory Manager/ Biological Safety Officer

>Genaissance Pharmaceuticals

>Desk: (203) 786-3495

>Cell Phone: (203) 627-0270

>

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 3 Jan 2001 08:59:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Black Maria Photo

In-Reply-To:  <71B8ABC49ACED3119A670008C7BF692F057961@MAIL-SERVER>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; types="text/plain,text/html";

              boundary="=====================_89421901==_.ALT"

--=====================_89421901==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Contact Ed Stygar or Mary Buckley at ABSA headquarters - 847-949-1517,

www.absa.org.

At 05:20 PM 1/2/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi All,

>Does anyone know the source of the photo of Black Maria that appeared on

>the cover of the program for the recent Biosafety Conference in

>Washington DC?  I am in the process of getting some background info on

>history of the the Fort Detrick program.  Thanks.

>

>Brenda E. Barry, Ph.D.

>Senior Associate

>Environmental Health & Engineering, Inc.

>60 Wells Avenue

>Newton, MA  02459

>Phone: 617-964-8550

>FAX: 617-964-8556

>

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 3 Jan 2001 09:18:40 +0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium Bromide

In-Reply-To:  <73CAB7DA2CBFD411859300508BAE424A2A3461@SGENUS03>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Ohio law is almost identical to Federal law in this area.  We are lucky

since we do not have to meet two different standards in most cases.

Ethidium bromide is not a Hazardous Waste according to federal epa.  This

does not mean that it is not dangerous or a concern.  It is simply not

regulated here.  This gives one a lot of options on how to dipose of it

We looked at this issue as well as several others a long time ago.  Here is

what we came up with.

Laboratories are directed to give us all chemicals used in the laboratories

along with complete descriptions of the contents of any mixtures. This

includes  buffers.  A laboratory may petition our department on a case by

case basis to dispose of a waste stream by an alternative method such as

drain disposal,  These decisions are made by the Assistant Director who may

require a log of items disposed of.  Otherwise give it to us.

We believe that researchers are here to do research.  Gives us your

chemical waste and we will manage it.

All chemical waste is labeled with the words "Hazardous Waste". The

contents and the amount of each component.

It works better this way.

bob

>I'm looking for information about disposal of electrophoresis gels

>containing Ethidium Bromide.  I have looked around on the internet and found

>a lot of conflicting information.

>Happy New Year to all of you.

>

>Michael J. Damiana

>Laboratory Manager/ Biological Safety Officer

>Genaissance Pharmaceuticals

>Desk: (203) 786-3495

>Cell Phone: (203) 627-0270

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Wed, 3 Jan 2001 10:26:38 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Black Maria Photo

In-Reply-To:  <71B8ABC49ACED3119A670008C7BF692F057961@MAIL-SERVER>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

I believe the photo was from the publication, "The Cutting Edge" , which is

a text that covers the history of Ft. Detrick.  If that is not the source

there is a photo that is very similar in that text.  You may wish to

consult with Dick Kruse or Manny Barbeito since they were the individuals

on the Scientific Program Committee that were primarily responsible for the

Program Cover.

At 05:20 PM 1/2/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi All,

>Does anyone know the source of the photo of Black Maria that appeared on

>the cover of the program for the recent Biosafety Conference in

>Washington DC?  I am in the process of getting some background info on

>history of the the Fort Detrick program.  Thanks.

>

>Brenda E. Barry, Ph.D.

>Senior Associate

>Environmental Health & Engineering, Inc.

>60 Wells Avenue

>Newton, MA  02459

>Phone: 617-964-8550

>FAX: 617-964-8556

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 3 Jan 2001 10:48:59 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Black Maria Photo

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

You could scan the photo in from the cover of the program.

> ----------

> From:         Joseph P. Kozlovac[SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

> Sent:         Wednesday, January 03, 2001 10:26 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Black Maria Photo

>

> \I believe the photo was from the publication, "The Cutting Edge" , which

> is

> a text that covers the history of Ft. Detrick.  If that is not the source

> there is a photo that is very similar in that text.  You may wish to

> consult with Dick Kruse or Manny Barbeito since they were the individuals

> on the Scientific Program Committee that were primarily responsible for

> the

> Program Cover.

>

> At 05:20 PM 1/2/01 -0500, you wrote:

> >Hi All,

> >Does anyone know the source of the photo of Black Maria that appeared on

> >the cover of the program for the recent Biosafety Conference in

> >Washington DC?  I am in the process of getting some background info on

> >history of the the Fort Detrick program.  Thanks.

> >

> >Brenda E. Barry, Ph.D.

> >Senior Associate

> >Environmental Health & Engineering, Inc.

> >60 Wells Avenue

> >Newton, MA  02459

> >Phone: 617-964-8550

> >FAX: 617-964-8556

>

> __________________________________________________________________________

> ____

>

> Biological Safety Officer

> Safety and Environmental Protection Program

> SAIC-Frederick

> National Cancer Institute -

> Frederick

> (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

> email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

> __________________________________________________________________________

> ____

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 3 Jan 2001 09:33:27 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Hanley <Bruce.Hanley@EHS.UCSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium Bromide

In-Reply-To:  <l03130300b6789c6f69ef@[129.22.116.70]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Michael,

In California, EtBr is not a "listed" hazardous waste, but is a

hazardous waste if it meets the toxicity criterion (defined by a fish

kill test).  The California EPA (Department of Toxic Substances

Control) has issued a fact sheet which, if I remember correctly, gives

concentrations below which the waste is assumed to be nonhazardous.

You may be able to get a copy of this via the California State website

if this criterion applies in your State.

Regards, Bruce

On Wed, 3 Jan 2001 09:18:40 +0000 "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

wrote:

> Ohio law is almost identical to Federal law in this area.  We are lucky

> since we do not have to meet two different standards in most cases.

>

> Ethidium bromide is not a Hazardous Waste according to federal epa.  This

> does not mean that it is not dangerous or a concern.  It is simply not

> regulated here.  This gives one a lot of options on how to dipose of it

>

> We looked at this issue as well as several others a long time ago.  Here is

> what we came up with.

>

> Laboratories are directed to give us all chemicals used in the laboratories

> along with complete descriptions of the contents of any mixtures. This

> includes  buffers.  A laboratory may petition our department on a case by

> case basis to dispose of a waste stream by an alternative method such as

> drain disposal,  These decisions are made by the Assistant Director who may

> require a log of items disposed of.  Otherwise give it to us.

>

> We believe that researchers are here to do research.  Gives us your

> chemical waste and we will manage it.

>

> All chemical waste is labeled with the words "Hazardous Waste". The

> contents and the amount of each component.

>

> It works better this way.

>

> bob

>

> >I'm looking for information about disposal of electrophoresis gels

> >containing Ethidium Bromide.  I have looked around on the internet and found

> >a lot of conflicting information.

> >Happy New Year to all of you.

> >

> >Michael J. Damiana

> >Laboratory Manager/ Biological Safety Officer

> >Genaissance Pharmaceuticals

> >Desk: (203) 786-3495

> >Cell Phone: (203) 627-0270

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

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

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 3 Jan 2001 12:34:40 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Brynte" <BJohnson@EHS.UCSF.EDU>

Subject:      Recombinant DNA Resources RFI

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="windows-1252"

Greetings to the list - I'm the new biosafety officer at UCSF, and I'm

looking for resources, preferably print or downloadable, but web is OK, for

as complete as possible a list of the E. coli K12 derivatives for RG1

inclusion.  Also, while my rDNA knowledge is already rapidly improving, I'd

also like to assemble a set of resources to turn to that can list or

describe known genes of concern, and vectors (esp non-viral, but all

inclusive is better).  I think I've found the cell line lists I need (time

will tell).  Are there books, compendia or other references that any of you

can recommend?  You can send the info to me directly or back to the list,

whichever you think appropriate.

Having lurked on this list for quite awhile before my recent launch into

this world full time I know how valuable you all are as resources.  Thanks

very much for any advice you can give, Happy New Millenium to all, and warm

regards to my now-fellow UC biosafety-ers.

Brynte

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

Brynte Johnson, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

50 Medical Center Way

San Francisco, CA 94143-0942

phone:  415-476-2097

fax:        415-476-0581

e-mail:  bjohnson@ehs.ucsf.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 3 Jan 2001 15:55:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Janice Flesher <janice.flesher@BMS.COM>

Organization: Bristol-Myers Squibb

Subject:      Re: Recombinant DNA Resources RFI

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------F48D7F92F16581E7DB114EF7"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------F48D7F92F16581E7DB114EF7

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Brynte,

Congratulations on your new position.

One book I like is "Gene Expression Systems", edited by Fernandez and Hoeffler,

Academic Press, 1999.

I am very interested also in what references others use.

Janice

"Johnson, Brynte" wrote:

> Greetings to the list - I'm the new biosafety officer at UCSF, and I'm

> looking for resources, preferably print or downloadable, but web is OK, for

> as complete as possible a list of the E. coli K12 derivatives for RG1

> inclusion.  Also, while my rDNA knowledge is already rapidly improving, I'd

> also like to assemble a set of resources to turn to that can list or

> describe known genes of concern, and vectors (esp non-viral, but all

> inclusive is better).  I think I've found the cell line lists I need (time

> will tell).  Are there books, compendia or other references that any of you

> can recommend?  You can send the info to me directly or back to the list,

> whichever you think appropriate.

>

> Having lurked on this list for quite awhile before my recent launch into

> this world full time I know how valuable you all are as resources.  Thanks

> very much for any advice you can give, Happy New Millenium to all, and warm

> regards to my now-fellow UC biosafety-ers.

>

> Brynte

>

> -----------------------------------------------------------------

> Brynte Johnson, M.S.

> Biological Safety Officer

> Office of Environmental Health and Safety

> 50 Medical Center Way

> San Francisco, CA 94143-0942

> phone:  415-476-2097

> fax:        415-476-0581

> e-mail:  bjohnson@ehs.ucsf.edu

--------------F48D7F92F16581E7DB114EF7

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="janice.flesher.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Janice Flesher

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="janice.flesher.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Flesher;Janice

tel;fax:(609) 818-5638

tel;work:(609) 818-5630

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

org:Bristol-Myers Squibb Company;Environmental Health and Safety

adr:;;P.O. Box 5400;Princeton;NJ;08543-5400;

version:2.1

email;internet:janice.flesher@bms.com

title:Manager, Industrial Hygiene and Safety

fn:Janice Flesher, MS, CBSP

end:vcard

--------------F48D7F92F16581E7DB114EF7--

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 3 Jan 2001 14:06:14 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Recombinant DNA Resources RFI

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I picked up a copy of Adenoviruses:  Basic Biology to Gene Therapy from R.

G. Landes, publishers, editor: Prem Seth, also 1999 publication date.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave.

Denver, CO 80262

Phone:  303-315-6754

Pager:   303-266-5402

Fax:      303-315-8026

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 3 Jan 2001 15:22:22 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <jpointer@MAIL.MDANDERSON.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Recombinant DNA Resources RFI

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I have found "The Dictionary of Cell & Molecular Biology" by JM Lackie & JAT

Dow, 3rd edition, Academic Press a good quick reference for molecular biology

terms.

 I am wading my way through "Textbook of Gene Therapy" by K. K. Jain,  1998

Hogrefe & Huber Publishers.  It is a pretty good book and recent up to 1996

research.  It has terrible typos and grammer errors - wasn't edited well, but

the information is good. It covers basics of GT, techniques, vectors both viral

and nonviral, routes of administration and targeting of tissues. etc.   I'm up

to Chpter 5 out of 29.

 I bought "The Oncogene and Tumour Suppressor Gene Facts Book" by Robin Hesketh,

2nd edition, Academic Press as a reference book for gene inserts.  It gives

identification, protein function, gene structure, amino acid sequence, etc. of a

lot of the alphabet soup of genes in it.  It's not for reading - just reference

when you want to know what the mol biologists are talking about.

Judy Pointer

MD Anderson, Biosafety Officer

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Jan 2001 10:10:25 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rob MacCormick <maccormi@BC.EDU>

Organization: Boston College

Subject:      UV light - white paper?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

1-4-01

Greetings supreme exalted rulers of Biological safety.....

Has ABSA or someone else recently published, beamed, released, floated, or otherwise

disseminated information (white paper?) with regard to the use of UV light for

contamination prevention/decon?

Rob MacCormick

Laboratory Safety Manager

Boston College

maccormi@b.edu

617-552-0363

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Jan 2001 10:19:37 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      TB rooms

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I have a question that may be responded to me directly or to the entire

group if you feel that it is worthy of group discussion. I am looking for

anyone that has an emergency response plan set-up for facilities doing

research with TB. The part of the plan that I am particularly interested in

is spatial decontamination in the event of a spill. Any replies will be

welcomed. Happy new year to you all with sincere hope that all had a safe

and joyous holiday season. Thanks in advance.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Jan 2001 13:07:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Paul Jennette <jpj22@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: TB rooms

In-Reply-To:  <E372DE8A451CD311899100A0C9B3CEF30326E3EC@fabem0.fab.uab.ed u>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Kyle,

At Cornell, we have a two-tiered response plan for spills of infectious

material in our BSL-3 labs:

- for "minor" (i.e., a few mls on the benchtop with no serious aerosol

generation potential) spills, the plan calls for surface decon only in the

affected area.

- for "major " (i.e., large volumes, on the floor, and/or with significant

aerosol generation potential) spills, the plan calls for gas decon of the

entire lab with formaldehyde.

Happy '01 to all!

- Paul

>I have a question that may be responded to me directly or to the entire

>group if you feel that it is worthy of group discussion. I am looking for

>anyone that has an emergency response plan set-up for facilities doing

>research with TB. The part of the plan that I am particularly interested in

>is spatial decontamination in the event of a spill. Any replies will be

>welcomed. Happy new year to you all with sincere hope that all had a safe

>and joyous holiday season. Thanks in advance.

>

>Kyle Boyett

>Asst. Director of Biosafety

>Occupational Health and Safety

>University of Alabama at Birmingham

>e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

>Phone-  205-934-2487

>VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

>www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

>** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

>value I place on YOUR life**

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 38            (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax          -3723

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Jan 2001 14:04:20 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michelle DeStefano <destefam@CNYRC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: TB rooms

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Dear Kyle;

We have individual spill protocols dealing with different scenerios (eg,

spill in BSC, spill in BSL-3, spill in corridor...)  They are in our lab

manual as well as posted in the corresponding areas for quick reference.  It

addresses not only the initial response, but also things (among others) such

as air exchanges in given areas, the emergency cascade in case of a major

problem, and follow-up.  I would be happy to share these if you think that

it would be helpful.

Regards,

Michelle

At 10:19 AM 1/4/2001 -0600, you wrote:

>I have a question that may be responded to me directly or to the entire

>group if you feel that it is worthy of group discussion. I am looking for

>anyone that has an emergency response plan set-up for facilities doing

>research with TB. The part of the plan that I am particularly interested in

>is spatial decontamination in the event of a spill. Any replies will be

>welcomed. Happy new year to you all with sincere hope that all had a safe

>and joyous holiday season. Thanks in advance.

>

>Kyle Boyett

>Asst. Director of Biosafety

>Occupational Health and Safety

>University of Alabama at Birmingham

>e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

>Phone-  205-934-2487

>VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

>www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

>** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

>value I place on YOUR life**

>

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 477-4597

fax: (315) 476-5348

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Jan 2001 16:07:21 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: UV light - white paper?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Rob,  It is not yet ready to be published, but ABSA's Technical Review

Committee is preparing just such a document.  Will probably be out soon.

Still in the review stages.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Rob MacCormick" <maccormi@BC.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, January 04, 2001 10:10 AM

Subject: UV light - white paper?

> 1-4-01

> Greetings supreme exalted rulers of Biological safety.....

> Has ABSA or someone else recently published, beamed, released, floated, or

otherwise

> disseminated information (white paper?) with regard to the use of UV light

for

> contamination prevention/decon?

>

> Rob MacCormick

> Laboratory Safety Manager

> Boston College

> maccormi@b.edu

> 617-552-0363

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 2001 13:19:35 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Petty, Carol" <cpetty@LRRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Recombinant DNA

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

There is a study being proposed that would use recombinant DNA plasmids

containing fragments of VEGF promoted that will be generated and amplified

in E. coli.  Plasmids will be transfected into a panel of breast cancer and

control cell lines for expression.  In addition, polyacrylamide gel

electrophoresis will be followed by autoradiography.  What are the main

safety and health issues for this type of study.  Because I am not a

microbiologists, I feel less confident in my analysis of this.  Anyone who

has experience with this type of study, please let me know your thoughts.

Thanks.

Carol Petty

LRRI

Albuquerque, N.M.

505-845-1076

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 2001 12:43:08 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Shawler <dshawler@SKCC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Recombinant DNA

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The NIH Guidelines for recombinant DNA research may be found at

http://www4.od.nih.gov/oba/guidelines.html

In brief, the containment procedures will depend upon the strain of E. coli

being used.  If it is a certified host/vector strain, BL1 containment is

sufficient.  If it is not certified, BL2 is needed.  Obviously, BL2 is

necessary if the breast and control cells are human.

Also, if the E. coli strain is not certified, you must establish an

Institutional Biosafety Committee to monitor the studies.  If the strain is

certified, the work is exempt from the Guidelines.

Dan Shawler

Safety Officer

Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center

-----Original Message-----

From: Petty, Carol [mailto:cpetty@LRRI.ORG]

Sent: Friday, January 05, 2001 12:20 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Recombinant DNA

There is a study being proposed that would use recombinant DNA plasmids

containing fragments of VEGF promoted that will be generated and amplified

in E. coli.  Plasmids will be transfected into a panel of breast cancer and

control cell lines for expression.  In addition, polyacrylamide gel

electrophoresis will be followed by autoradiography.  What are the main

safety and health issues for this type of study.  Because I am not a

microbiologists, I feel less confident in my analysis of this.  Anyone who

has experience with this type of study, please let me know your thoughts.

Thanks.

Carol Petty

LRRI

Albuquerque, N.M.

505-845-1076

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 2001 13:46:43 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Petty, Carol" <cpetty@LRRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Recombinant DNA

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Thank you.

Carol L. Petty, C.I.H.

Industrial Hygienist

Phone:  (505) 845-1076

Fax: (505) 845-1174

email: cpetty@lrri.org

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Dan Shawler [SMTP:dshawler@SKCC.ORG]

> Sent: Friday, January 05, 2001 1:43 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Recombinant DNA

>

> The NIH Guidelines for recombinant DNA research may be found at

> http://www4.od.nih.gov/oba/guidelines.html

>

> In brief, the containment procedures will depend upon the strain of E.

> coli

> being used.  If it is a certified host/vector strain, BL1 containment is

> sufficient.  If it is not certified, BL2 is needed.  Obviously, BL2 is

> necessary if the breast and control cells are human.

>

> Also, if the E. coli strain is not certified, you must establish an

> Institutional Biosafety Committee to monitor the studies.  If the strain

> is

> certified, the work is exempt from the Guidelines.

>

> Dan Shawler

> Safety Officer

> Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Petty, Carol [mailto:cpetty@LRRI.ORG]

> Sent: Friday, January 05, 2001 12:20 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Recombinant DNA

>

>

> There is a study being proposed that would use recombinant DNA plasmids

> containing fragments of VEGF promoted that will be generated and amplified

> in E. coli.  Plasmids will be transfected into a panel of breast cancer

> and

> control cell lines for expression.  In addition, polyacrylamide gel

> electrophoresis will be followed by autoradiography.  What are the main

> safety and health issues for this type of study.  Because I am not a

> microbiologists, I feel less confident in my analysis of this.  Anyone who

> has experience with this type of study, please let me know your thoughts.

> Thanks.

>

> Carol Petty

> LRRI

> Albuquerque, N.M.

> 505-845-1076

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 2001 15:05:01 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cheri Marcham <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

What is "DH5alpha non-pathogenic E.Coli"?

Anybody?

Cheri Marcham

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 2001 13:11:37 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Shawler <dshawler@SKCC.ORG>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

DH5 alpha is an E. coli strain frequently used as a host for rDNA.  It is

sold by GIBCO (http://www.gibcobrl.com).  Specific information on DH5 alpha

and other E. coli strains can be found at

http://www.gibcobrl.com/Content/Tech-Online/molecular_biology/manuals_pps/co

li3235.pdf

-----Original Message-----

From: Cheri Marcham [mailto:Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 05, 2001 1:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:

What is "DH5alpha non-pathogenic E.Coli"?

Anybody?

Cheri Marcham

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 2001 14:10:22 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

In-Reply-To:  <BABD715C8EE0D211B7F30000F8033E56F18DD0@email.ouhsc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Cheri -

DH5a is a non-pathogenic derivative of E. coli and is very commonly

employed in rDNA research labs as an expression host.  It is generally

treated as a Risk Group 1 agent.

One way to track down information on some of these strains is to search the

American Type Culture Collection (ATCC) databases (http://www.atcc.org).

This will often yield a data sheet with strain characteristics and

derivation information.

-- Glenn

=======================================

At 03:05 PM 1/5/01 -0600, you wrote:

>What is "DH5alpha non-pathogenic E.Coli"?

>

>Anybody?

>

>Cheri Marcham

>cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

>

Glenn A. Funk

Director, EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 2001 16:39:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

In-Reply-To:  <BABD715C8EE0D211B7F30000F8033E56F18DD0@email.ouhsc.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

DH-5 alpha is one of the standard cloning strains of E. coli.  It is totally

non-pathogenic.  BRL started selling it about ten years ago, as I recall.  I

imagine that you can get the exact genotype from their catalog if you are

interested.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Cheri Marcham

> Sent: Friday, January 05, 2001 4:05 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:

>

>

> What is "DH5alpha non-pathogenic E.Coli"?

>

> Anybody?

>

> Cheri Marcham

> cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 2001 17:53:47 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Charles Ray <raychah@MAIL.AUBURN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Invertebrate Protocol

In-Reply-To:  <Pine.GSO.4.21.0012211648390.14086-100000@uhunix3>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Were they referring to USDA (I believe) document regarding risk assessment

and containment requirements for recombinant fish and shellfish?  I have

the document but can't seem to lay my hands on it for complete title.  If

this might be of value, please contact me off the list.

Charles Ray

Auburn University

>UH IBC is reviewing a protocol on the creation of disease

>resistant transgenic shrimp/crab/lobster.  A

>granting agencies is stating if there is protocol for the "proper" care

>and use of these types of animals.  Does anyone have protocol/guidelines

>on the care and use of invertebrates?

>

>===============================================================================

>

>Hubert B. Olipares, RBP

>Biological Safety Officer

>University of Hawaii

>Environmental Health and Safety Office

>2040 East-West Road

>Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2022

>Telephone:              808-956-3197

>Fax:                    808-956-3205

>Biosafety Prgm. E-mail: biosafe@hawaii.edu

>Personnel E-Mail:       olipares@hawaii.edu

>Website:                http://www.hawaii.edu/ehso/bio/

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 2001 11:21:57 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Valerie Steinberg <vis@EHS.UMASS.EDU>

Subject:      Policy for Laminar Flow Hoods

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi everyone,

        Do any of you have written policies or guidelines for purchase and use of

laminar flow hoods at your institutions.  We are developing a policy

because of problems on our campus with personnel using laminar flow hoods

for hazardous materials including chemicals, radioactive materials, and

biological materials.

Thanks,

Valerie Steinberg

Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D CIH CBSP

Environmental Health & Safety

N414 Morrill; University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA 01003

(413) 545-2682

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 2001 11:53:56 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Valerie Taylor <taylorv2@UOFS.EDU>

Organization: The University of Scranton

Subject:      bio-terrorism response plans

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_QfzQmawuoFpYQLXSZvTfag)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_QfzQmawuoFpYQLXSZvTfag)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hello:

As part of my internship for a Master of Public Health degree, I would

like to prepare a bio-terrorism response plan for a city of

approximately 70,000 persons.  Do any of you know of any cities which

have already completed such a plan?

Thanks for your help.

Valerie Taylor

Research Coordinator

Institute of Molecular Biology and Medicine

The University of Scranton

Scranton, PA 18510

570-941-4817

Taylorv2@scranton.edu

--Boundary_(ID_QfzQmawuoFpYQLXSZvTfag)

Content-type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii; name="taylorv2.vcf"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Content-disposition: attachment; filename="taylorv2.vcf"

Content-description: Card for Valerie Taylor

begin:vcard

n:Taylor;Valerie

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

org:The University of Scranton;Institute of Molecular Biology and Medicine

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:Taylorv2@scranton.edu

title:Grants Specialist/Research Coordinator

fn:Valerie Taylor

end:vcard

--Boundary_(ID_QfzQmawuoFpYQLXSZvTfag)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 2001 09:18:58 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: bio-terrorism response plans

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

L.A. City

> ----------

> From:         Valerie Taylor[SMTP:taylorv2@UOFS.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Tuesday, January 09, 2001 10:53 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      bio-terrorism response plans

>

> <<File: taylorv2.vcf>>

> Hello:

>

> As part of my internship for a Master of Public Health degree, I would

> like to prepare a bio-terrorism response plan for a city of

> approximately 70,000 persons.  Do any of you know of any cities which

> have already completed such a plan?

>

> Thanks for your help.

>

> Valerie Taylor

> Research Coordinator

> Institute of Molecular Biology and Medicine

> The University of Scranton

> Scranton, PA 18510

> 570-941-4817

> Taylorv2@scranton.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 2001 13:01:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Policy for Laminar Flow Hoods

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.6.32.20010109112157.00846b00@mailsrv-unix.oit.umass.ed u>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Valerie,

I would  and change the terminology and call it a policy for the purchase

and use of Biological Safety Cabinets.  A horizontal or vertical clean air

bench could be called a laminar flow hood and you certainly would not want

folks working with hazardous materials in that type of engineering

control.  We have an approval process here that requires Safety to sign off

on the Purchase request for ventilated engineering controls to ensure that

the appropriate engineering control is purchased for the hazard.

This might help it is our laboratory ventilation management plan which is

part of our Health, Safety and Environmental Compliance Program

Manual.  Here is the link

http://web.ncifcrf.gov/campus/safety/compliance/C-13_Lab_Ventilation_Mgmt.pdf

At 11:21 AM 1/9/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi everyone,

>

>         Do any of you have written policies or guidelines for purchase

> and use of

>laminar flow hoods at your institutions.  We are developing a policy

>because of problems on our campus with personnel using laminar flow hoods

>for hazardous materials including chemicals, radioactive materials, and

>biological materials.

>

>Thanks,

>

>Valerie Steinberg

>

>Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D CIH CBSP

>Environmental Health & Safety

>N414 Morrill; University of Massachusetts

>Amherst, MA 01003

>(413) 545-2682

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 2001 14:42:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Valerie Steinberg <vis@EHS.UMASS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Policy for Laminar Flow Hoods

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20010109124911.00c3d100@mail.ncifcrf.gov>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Joe,

        Thanks for sending your lab ventilation management plan.  I think the real

key is having Safety sign off on all ventilation engineering controls.  We

have asked Purchasing to flag all purchase orders for this type of

equipment and have some control over new equipment.  Our problem is what to

do with all of the existing laminar flow hoods (horizontal, clean bench

type) that are still floating around and being misused.

        Any ideas?  Have any institutions just banned them?

Valerie

Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D CIH CBSP

Environmental Health & Safety

N414 Morrill; University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA 01003

(413) 545-2682

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 2001 14:51:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Valerie Taylor <taylorv2@UOFS.EDU>

Organization: The University of Scranton

Subject:      Re: Policy for Laminar Flow Hoods

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_L/TSj9hKQTTiIbBcEWWcVw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_L/TSj9hKQTTiIbBcEWWcVw)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

This came to the wrong address. I requested information on Bio-terrorism

response plans.

--Boundary_(ID_L/TSj9hKQTTiIbBcEWWcVw)

Content-type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii; name="taylorv2.vcf"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Content-disposition: attachment; filename="taylorv2.vcf"

Content-description: Card for Valerie Taylor

begin:vcard

n:Taylor;Valerie

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

org:The University of Scranton;Institute of Molecular Biology and Medicine

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:Taylorv2@scranton.edu

title:Grants Specialist/Research Coordinator

fn:Valerie Taylor

end:vcard

--Boundary_(ID_L/TSj9hKQTTiIbBcEWWcVw)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 2001 11:40:34 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Policy for Laminar Flow Hoods

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

L.A. City has a reponse plan!

> ----------

> From:         Valerie Taylor[SMTP:taylorv2@UOFS.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Tuesday, January 09, 2001 1:51 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Policy for Laminar Flow Hoods

>

> <<File: taylorv2.vcf>>

> This came to the wrong address. I requested information on Bio-terrorism

> response plans.

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 2001 15:20:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Salary Survey for Safety & Health Professionals

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

I thought you all might be interested in this survey.  Biosafety Officer is

actually one of the subdisciplines listed.

http://www.poweroffive.com/survey.htm

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 2001 11:46:52 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Sturgeon <michel.sturgeon@QUINTILES.COM>

Subject:      Re: bio-terrorism response plans

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Kansas City's Bioterrorism Manual can be viewed on line and downloaded at

http://www.kcmo.org/kcmo.nsf/web/home?opendocument

Mike Sturgeon

EHS Specialist

Quintiles, Inc.

Kansas City, Missouri

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 2001 21:28:12 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Fwd: [APIC] CDC Request for Information on Laboratory-Acquired

              Meningococcal ...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="part1_39.f0b33fe.278d22bc_boundary"

--part1_39.f0b33fe.278d22bc_boundary

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="part1_39.f0b33fe.278d22bc_alt_boundary"

--part1_39.f0b33fe.278d22bc_alt_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In a message dated 1/9/2001 7:11:40 PM Eastern Standard Time,

Kwittman@APIC.ORG writes:

> Subj: [APIC] CDC Request for Information on Laboratory-Acquired

> Meningococcal Disease

> Date: 1/9/2001 7:11:40 PM Eastern Standard Time

> From:    Kwittman@APIC.ORG (Kathy Wittman)

> Sender:    APIC@PEACH.EASE.LSOFT.COM (APIC Infection Prevention and Control

> and Applied Epidemiology)

> Reply-to:    icplist@apic.org

> To:    APIC@PEACH.EASE.LSOFT.COM

>

>

>

>

> =====================

> From:  Arduino, Matthew J. DRPH [SMTP:mja4@cdc.gov]

> Subject:  CDC Request for Information on Laboratory-Acquired Meningococcal

> Disease

> Sent:  1/9/01 8:50 AM

> =====================

>

> The Meningitis and Special Pathogens Branch, NCID, CDC has recently been

> notified of two fatal cases of serogroup C  meningococcal disease in

> clinical laboratory workers in the past six months.  The illnesses were

> apparently acquired through contact with body fluid positive for

> meningococcus. A review of the literature suggests that

> laboratory-acquired meningococcal infection is rare, with 11 cases being

> documented in the world literature since 1979 (1-5). The number of

> laboratory-acquired infections may be underestimated since many cases may

> not appear in the published literature and reports to health departments may

> not indicate that infections were acquired in the laboratory.  Current

> recommendations for the prevention of meningococcal infection in laboratory

> workers are available (website:

> ftp://ftp.cdc.gov/pub/Publications/mmwr/rr/rr4605.pdf ); however, the

> specific recommendations regarding the handling of meningococcal samples are

> vague and as such may not be understood by all laboratorians, nor

> implemented in all laboratories in a uniform manner.

>

> We are interested in ascertaining a more accurate estimate of the frequency

> of laboratory-acquired meningococcal infection. If you are aware of any such

> cases in the past 15 years, we would greatly appreciate additional

> information. Your time and effort in this regard is greatly appreciated.

>

> If you are aware of a laboratory-acquired case of meningococcal disease in

> the past 15 years, please reply to the listserv or contact Dr. Jim Sejvar by

> email at JSejvar@cdc.gov or by telephone 404-639-0887.

>

> James J. Sejvar, MD

> Meningitis and Special Pathogens Branch

> NCID, CDC

> 1600 Clifton Road, MS C-09

> Atlanta GA 30333

> ph 404-639-0887

> FAX 404-639-3059

> zea3@cdc.gov

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Jan 2001 08:26:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Debra Hunt <hunt0009@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      CDC Request for Information on Laboratory-Acquired Meningococcal

              Disease

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Please see the request for information below.

Debra L. Hunt, DrPH, CBSP (ABSA)

Duke University Biological Safety

Duke University / Duke University Health System

Durham, NC

hunt0009@mc.duke.edu

919-684-8822

---------------------- Forwarded by Debra Hunt/OESO/MCAdmin/mc/Duke on

01/10/2001 08:25 AM ---------------------------

=====================

From:  Arduino, Matthew J. DRPH [SMTP:mja4@cdc.gov]

Subject:  CDC Request for Information on Laboratory-Acquired Meningococcal

Disease

Sent:  1/9/01 8:50 AM

=====================

The Meningitis and Special Pathogens Branch, NCID, CDC has recently been

notified of two fatal cases of serogroup C  meningococcal disease in

clinical laboratory workers in the past six months.  The illnesses were

apparently acquired through contact with body fluid positive for

meningococcus. A review of the literature suggests that

laboratory-acquired meningococcal infection is rare, with 11 cases being

documented in the world literature since 1979 (1-5). The number of

laboratory-acquired infections may be underestimated since many cases may

not appear in the published literature and reports to health departments may

not indicate that infections were acquired in the laboratory.  Current

recommendations for the prevention of meningococcal infection in laboratory

workers are available (website:

ftp://ftp.cdc.gov/pub/Publications/mmwr/rr/rr4605.pdf ); however, the

specific recommendations regarding the handling of meningococcal samples are

vague and as such may not be understood by all laboratorians, nor

implemented in all laboratories in a uniform manner.

We are interested in ascertaining a more accurate estimate of the frequency

of laboratory-acquired meningococcal infection. If you are aware of any such

cases in the past 15 years, we would greatly appreciate additional

information. Your time and effort in this regard is greatly appreciated.

If you are aware of a laboratory-acquired case of meningococcal disease in

the past 15 years, please reply to the listserv or contact Dr. Jim Sejvar by

email at JSejvar@cdc.gov or by telephone 404-639-0887.

James J. Sejvar, MD

Meningitis and Special Pathogens Branch

NCID, CDC

1600 Clifton Road, MS C-09

Atlanta GA 30333

ph 404-639-0887

FAX 404-639-3059

zea3@cdc.gov

......kw

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Jan 2001 11:28:22 +0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Policy for Laminar Flow Hoods

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.6.32.20010109112157.00846b00@mailsrv-unix.oit.umass.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Our Laboratory Safety Manual gives the following information.

Laminar flow hoods are not designed to protect the worker from the

materials being worked with.  They are not to be used if hazardous

materials are involved.

Chemical fume hoods will protect the worker from radioisotopes and

chemicals but not biohazardous materials.

Biological safety cabinets will protect the worker from biohazardous

materials.  The correct level of hood needs to be used based on the threat

level of the biohazard.

I our laboratory safety training class we actually show diagrams with the

airflow patterns of the various designs of hoods to demonstrate how the

protect the worker.

We have just concluded a re-evaluation with the kinds of chemical fume

hoods we have on campus.  Our criteria is the chemical fume hood must pass

the new ASRAE 110 standard.  A lot of the older hoods cannot meet this

standard as well as several existing designs which also do not pass.

There is also an new design of hood out called a dual vortex hood.  The

only design currently is the Air Sentry. We were given training by the

designer of this new system Dr.? Robert Morris. He is quite convincing and

he can back up what he says with mathmatics.

A true academic, he is more concerned with convincing one that he is right

rather than convincing us to buy his hood:)

The basic premises are:

Traditional chemical hood designs were made to fit the available space.

Little attention was paid on how the hoods worked or how changing the

demensions affected the stability of the hoods.  Dr. Morris claims that he

is the only one to explain this mathmaticaly.

The traditional chemical fume hood is a single vortex.  The single vortex

is inherently unstable.  The act of closing a door or walking past the hood

will disrupt the flow pattern pulling air(and "shtuff" in the air), out

into the lab proper.  This can be eaisily demonstrated with a smoke

generator which we supplement the ASHRAE 110 test with. We do this for

visual confimation.

We are currently reccommending the Air Sentry when ever possible for new

construction here.  We will allow other hoods if the can pass the ASHRAE

110 standard.  But we discourage them because of our concerns about how

these devices operate.

Hope this helps.

Bob

>Hi everyone,

>

>        Do any of you have written policies or guidelines for purchase and

>use of

>laminar flow hoods at your institutions.  We are developing a policy

>because of problems on our campus with personnel using laminar flow hoods

>for hazardous materials including chemicals, radioactive materials, and

>biological materials.

>

>Thanks,

>

>Valerie Steinberg

>

>Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D CIH CBSP

>Environmental Health & Safety

>N414 Morrill; University of Massachusetts

>Amherst, MA 01003

>(413) 545-2682

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Jan 2001 12:17:33 -0500

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      "Mixed Waste"

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------B343AC053E789EA8F7007C96"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------B343AC053E789EA8F7007C96

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

An investigator here performs phenol/chloroform extractions on HIV+

blood (of course the blood would always be presumed + for BBPs).  What

results is a chemical (phenol, chloroform) waste that only "looks like"

(presuming that HIV, HBV, HCV etc. have been inactivated) medical waste.

Our chem. waste vendor doesn't want it because of its appearence; it

doesn't seem appropriate to dispose as med. waste because of the

chemicals and the fact that the phenol and CHCl3 have inactivated the

BBPs.

Have any of you ever dealt with this, and if so, how.

Thank you.

--------------B343AC053E789EA8F7007C96

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;32176

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS

end:vcard

--------------B343AC053E789EA8F7007C96--

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Jan 2001 16:38:59 -0600

Reply-To:     ssdaeh@ttuhsc.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Aurali Holte <ssdaeh@TTUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      HBV Vaccination - Established Cell Lines

In-Reply-To:  <l03130301b681f1ae1d40@[129.22.180.183]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello Everyone,

A researcher at our institution has raised the following question:

"If a person is working in a lab with a human cell line that has been

certified free of hepatitis, does the person need to be (or should the

person be) vaccinated against hepatitis?"

What about "purified protein derived from a human fluid (such as human serum

albumin)"

Thank you in advance for any comments/opinions on this issue.

Aurali Dade, CHO

TTUHSC Safety Services

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Jan 2001 16:38:40 EST

Reply-To:     s.brehio@nunet.neu.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Steven Brehio <s.brehio@NUNET.NEU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: "Mixed Waste"

Phenol and chloroform are "U" listed waste under RCRA so you have some

flexibility in how you dispose of it.  If the waste that is generated is

mostly blood, and the phenol (chloroform has no RCRA characteristics) is at a

concentration (which should be the case) that no longer gives it the

characteristic of a hazardous waste (ignitable & reactive), then  you should

be able to handle it as a medical waste.  If your state allows you to put

blood down the drain, then you would need to check with your publicly owned

treatment works (POTW) to see what limits have been established for these

chemicals.  Medical waste disposal firms (with incinerators) wouldn't have a

problem handling this waste.  If you have your own incinerator you should be

all set using it, however, it would be prudent to check your permit for any

restrictions or state specific requirements.  The important thing to note is

you are getting rid of blood waste that is incidently contaminated with these

chemicals (blood containing "P" listed waste could not be managed this way).

If phenol and chloroform were to become the major component of the waste

(which wouldn't happen with this extraction process) then you would need to

handle it as a hazardous waste.

Steve Brehio

Associate Director

Northeastern University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

229 Forsyth Building

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: (617) 373-2769

Fax: (617) 373-7622

E-mail: s.brehio@nunet.neu.edu

Website: www.dac.neu.edu/oehs/oehs.htm

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

An investigator here performs phenol/chloroform extractions on HIV+

blood (of course the blood would always be presumed + for BBPs).  What

results is a chemical (phenol, chloroform) waste that only "looks like"

(presuming that HIV, HBV, HCV etc. have been inactivated) medical waste.

Our chem. waste vendor doesn't want it because of its appearence; it

doesn't seem appropriate to dispose as med. waste because of the

chemicals and the fact that the phenol and CHCl3 have inactivated the

BBPs.

Have any of you ever dealt with this, and if so, how.

Thank you.

- - - - - - - - - - - - End of Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - -

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 09:37:50 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         June Angle <anglej@GLIATECH.COM>

Subject:      efficacy of BBP standard?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hi Everyone:

Does anyone have a reference(s) for any data, studies or articles indicating

the efficacy of OSHA's Bloodborne Pathogen Standard in reducing occupational

occurrences of HEP B or HIV?

Thank You.

June-Marie Angle

Principal Research Associate

Gliatech Inc.

23420 Commerce Park Road

Beachwood, OH  44122

phone:(216)831-3200

fax:(216)831-4907

anglej@gliatech.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 09:55:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: efficacy of BBP standard?

In-Reply-To:  <EDA23054FDC0D1119842006008CEAB489FBD60@gliatechusa1.gliate

              ch.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_4911803==_.ALT"

--=====================_4911803==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Check out the CDC report for HIV.  There is also a report for HBV at the

CDC website however I do not have the link to send.

HIV/AIDS Surveillance Report (Year-end 1999 Edition)

Vol. 11, No. 2

http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasrlink.htm

or directly at

http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1102.pdf

(PDF file size - 407,796 bytes / 45 pages)

At 09:37 AM 1/11/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi Everyone:

>

>Does anyone have a reference(s) for any data, studies or articles indicating

>the efficacy of OSHA's Bloodborne Pathogen Standard in reducing occupational

>occurrences of HEP B or HIV?

>Thank You.

>

>June-Marie Angle

>Principal Research Associate

>Gliatech Inc.

>23420 Commerce Park Road

>Beachwood, OH  44122

>phone:(216)831-3200

>fax:(216)831-4907

>anglej@gliatech.com

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 10:17:36 +0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: "Mixed Waste"

In-Reply-To:  <vines.OtZ7+XNBLuA@nunet.neu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I agree that Phenol and Chloroform are both on the "U" list.  The "U" & "P"

Lists define off spec products these materials have never been used and

have been sitting on a shelf.  In most cases they are either old, have lost

potenecy or have been contaminated.  I do not believe that this is

applicable is this case since the mixture was used in a process.

They are not in the "F" or "K" lists which are for process wastes.

In characteristics you could look for either toxicity or corrosivtivity.

What is the pH of the mixture?

Toxicity is the epa's call.  They give no criteria for us to apply.

Chloroform and phenol can both be found in the land disposal restriction lists

Your waste is probably a F022 for chloroform depending on the concentration

in solution.

Send it to a chemical waste incinerator.  They can burn it even if it is

not a regulated chemical.

Hope this helps.

bob

>Phenol and chloroform are "U" listed waste under RCRA so you have some

>flexibility in how you dispose of it.  If the waste that is generated is

>mostly blood, and the phenol (chloroform has no RCRA characteristics) is at a

>concentration (which should be the case) that no longer gives it the

>characteristic of a hazardous waste (ignitable & reactive), then  you should

>be able to handle it as a medical waste.  If your state allows you to put

>blood down the drain, then you would need to check with your publicly owned

>treatment works (POTW) to see what limits have been established for these

>chemicals.  Medical waste disposal firms (with incinerators) wouldn't have a

>problem handling this waste.  If you have your own incinerator you should be

>all set using it, however, it would be prudent to check your permit for any

>restrictions or state specific requirements.  The important thing to note is

>you are getting rid of blood waste that is incidently contaminated with these

>chemicals (blood containing "P" listed waste could not be managed this way).

>If phenol and chloroform were to become the major component of the waste

>(which wouldn't happen with this extraction process) then you would need to

>handle it as a hazardous waste.

>

>Steve Brehio

>Associate Director

>Northeastern University

>Office of Environmental Health and Safety

>229 Forsyth Building

>Boston, MA 02115

>Phone: (617) 373-2769

>Fax: (617) 373-7622

>E-mail: s.brehio@nunet.neu.edu

>Website: www.dac.neu.edu/oehs/oehs.htm

>- - - - - - - - - - - - - - Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

>An investigator here performs phenol/chloroform extractions on HIV+

>blood (of course the blood would always be presumed + for BBPs).  What

>results is a chemical (phenol, chloroform) waste that only "looks like"

>(presuming that HIV, HBV, HCV etc. have been inactivated) medical waste.

>

>Our chem. waste vendor doesn't want it because of its appearence; it

>doesn't seem appropriate to dispose as med. waste because of the

>chemicals and the fact that the phenol and CHCl3 have inactivated the

>BBPs.

>

>Have any of you ever dealt with this, and if so, how.

>

>Thank you.

>

>

>- - - - - - - - - - - - End of Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - -

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 10:45:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: "Mixed Waste"

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

>Your waste is probably a F022 for chloroform depending on the

>concentration in solution.

Actually that would be a Toxicity Characteristic D022 for Chloroform,

depending upon concentration and/or TCLP test results. I would have to agree

that it's almost surely a D022.

Check out 40 CFR 261.24, don't just take my word for it, but it seems pretty

straightforward: It's D022 if  you'd have at least 6.0 mg/L chloroform in:

1.      The TCLP leachate if the waste has at least 0.5% filterable solids;

otherwise

2.      The waste itself after filtering via EPA Method 1311.

You don't have to perform the tests IF you know enough about the waste's

contents to make a determination without testing.

If it is indeed a D022  waste, then failing to treat it as such is (of

course) illegal.

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com <mailto:Rnorman@bioreliance.com>

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 11:00:00 EST

Reply-To:     s.brehio@nunet.neu.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Steven Brehio <s.brehio@NUNET.NEU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: "Mixed Waste"

You're correct.  I missed checking to see that chloroform appeared as a D022

waste.

Steven Brehio, MS, CSP, CHMM

Associate Director

Northeastern University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

229 Forsyth Building

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: (617) 373-2769

Fax: (617) 373-7622

E-mail: s.brehio@nunet.neu.edu

Website: www.dac.neu.edu/oehs/oehs.htm

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

>Your waste is probably a F022 for chloroform depending on the

>concentration in solution.

Actually that would be a Toxicity Characteristic D022 for Chloroform,

depending upon concentration and/or TCLP test results. I would have to agree

that it's almost surely a D022.

Check out 40 CFR 261.24, don't just take my word for it, but it seems pretty

straightforward: It's D022 if  you'd have at least 6.0 mg/L chloroform in:

1.      The TCLP leachate if the waste has at least 0.5% filterable solids;

otherwise

2.      The waste itself after filtering via EPA Method 1311.

You don't have to perform the tests IF you know enough about the waste's

contents to make a determination without testing.

If it is indeed a D022  waste, then failing to treat it as such is (of

course) illegal.

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com <mailto:Rnorman@bioreliance.com>

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

- - - - - - - - - - - - End of Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - -

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 11:44:32 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <Ninni_Jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      BBP training for Food service personnel

In-Reply-To:  <B1B814F6D9A7D111B0FB00A024E9DC6513AF72@ehsmail.ucsf.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Do any of you provide Blood-borne Pathogen training to your food service

personnel?

If so, in addition to the normal BBP information, what topics do you cover?

Do you include Hepatitis C?

Also, if they have to deal with "vomitus" is there any additional

information that they have to be given?

Thanks for your input.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 11:47:04 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <Ninni_Jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      Immunizations for medical students

In-Reply-To:  <B1B814F6D9A7D111B0FB00A024E9DC6513AF72@ehsmail.ucsf.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Do any of you with Medical Schools have a policy for immunizations that are

required for medical students?

Thanks.

Ninni Jacob

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 10:54:44 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BBP training for Food service personnel

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

We provide BBP training to the food service supervisors, who are designated

to provide first aid and clean-up during their work shifts.  We cover the

same topics as for other personnel receiving BBP training, but focus on

first aid and clean-up situations.  Yes, we include Hepatitis C.  "Vomitus"

is discussed as a body fluid that is not potentially infectious for

bloodborne pathogens unless it contains visible blood.  However, we

recommend in all of our training to handle any body fluids with universal

precautions, because we want to prevent transmission of non-bloodborne

pathogens as well as bloodborne pathogens.

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

e-mail: jajohns@iastate.edu

phone: 515-294-7657

fax: 515-294-9357

web site: http://www.ehs.iastate.edu/

-----Original Message-----

From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:Ninni_Jacob@BROWN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2001 10:45 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BBP training for Food service personnel

Do any of you provide Blood-borne Pathogen training to your food service

personnel?

If so, in addition to the normal BBP information, what topics do you cover?

Do you include Hepatitis C?

Also, if they have to deal with "vomitus" is there any additional

information that they have to be given?

Thanks for your input.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 11:24:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jairo Betancourt <jairob@MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Immunizations for medical students

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Yes, Hepatitis B and others as necessary on a case by case basis. These also

include a TB program with PPD done annually.

Jairo Betancourt

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 13:27:25 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Patti Pawski <pawski@PILOT.MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BBP training for Food service personnel

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

We provide bloodborne pathogen training to our food service supervisors. They get the complete bloodborne pathogen training but we focus on spill clean-up procedures and first-aid. Hepatitis C is included in the training.

At 11:44 AM 1/11/2001 -0500, you wrote:

>Do any of you provide Blood-borne Pathogen training to your food service

>personnel?

>If so, in addition to the normal BBP information, what topics do you cover?

>

>Do you include Hepatitis C?

>

>Also, if they have to deal with "vomitus" is there any additional

>information that they have to be given?

>

>Thanks for your input.

>

<smaller>Patti Pawski

Biosafety Industrial Hygienist

Michigan State University

Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI  48824

(517) 432-8044

</smaller>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 13:50:09 +0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BBP training for Food service personnel

In-Reply-To:  <4.2.0.58.20010111113548.01a554d0@postoffice.brown.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Our food service people are contractors.  We tell them about the

appropriate hazards and expect them to train their people.

Our primary concern is that the contractors are awre of our warning sign

system and disposal methods.

Bob

>Do any of you provide Blood-borne Pathogen training to your food service

>personnel?

>If so, in addition to the normal BBP information, what topics do you cover?

>

>Do you include Hepatitis C?

>

>Also, if they have to deal with "vomitus" is there any additional

>information that they have to be given?

>

>Thanks for your input.

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 13:53:39 +0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Immunizations for medical students

In-Reply-To:  <4.2.0.58.20010111114443.01a30780@postoffice.brown.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Medical, nursing, nutrition, dental, all must have the Heititus B vaccine

before they take their first class here.

We did not have to come up with this one the schools thought of it before

we did:)

Bob

>Do any of you with Medical Schools have a policy for immunizations that are

>required for medical students?

>

>Thanks.

>

>Ninni Jacob

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 13:59:39 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I would like to know if you require fume hoods to be on emergency power.

Are your fume hoods on emergency power

Dan Liberman

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 14:27:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Our hoods are not on emergency power - it wasn't a code requirement

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 14:34:21 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Steve Kridel <kride001@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Hi Dan...Our Fume Hood systems at Duke Univ. are set up in one of three ways:

   Emergency Power

   Back-up exhaust fan available in case of failure of primary

   Inlet vanes on exhaust fans for hoods into a common plenum (multiple fans).

   If one fan fails, inlet vanes open on the other fan to maintain exhaust flow

Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM> on 01/11/2001 01:59:39 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

 To:      BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

 cc:

 Subject:

I would like to know if you require fume hoods to be on emergency power.

Are your fume hoods on emergency power

Dan Liberman

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 12:54:38 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Silberman <davidhs@LELAND.STANFORD.EDU>

In-Reply-To:  <CDB68443B247D2118EFC00805FA7919E0358A8B0@RIDMSG04>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>I would like to know if you require fume hoods to be on emergency power.

>

>Are your fume hoods on emergency power

>

>Dan Liberman

The School of Medicine at Stanford maintains its fume hoods on

emergency power.

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

Medical School Office Building

Stanford, CA 94305   Mail Code: 5460

650 723-6336 (DIRECT LINE)

650 725-7878 (FAX)

silberman@stanford.edu

http://somsafety.stanford.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Jan 2001 17:00:27 +0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Emergency Power for hoods.

In-Reply-To:  <CDB68443B247D2118EFC00805FA7919E0358A8B0@RIDMSG04>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I do not believe that we do this here.

Bob

>I would like to know if you require fume hoods to be on emergency power.

>

>Are your fume hoods on emergency power

>

>Dan Liberman

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 10:39:38 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Hawkins <Larry-Hawkins@OMRF.OUHSC.EDU>

Organization: Oklahoma Medical Research Foundation

Subject:      (no subject)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I am looking for biosafety guidelines for human cell lines along the

line of; Do not immortalize your own cells., etc.

If you can help please contact me at address listed below.

Lawrence J. Hawkins

OMRF

825 NE 13th

Oklahoma City, OK 73104

Voice: 405.271.7266

Fax: 405.271.7012

E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 08:46:56 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         LUKENS Carl B <Carl.B.LUKENS@STATE.OR.US>

Subject:      Re: I would like to know if you require fume hoods to be on

              emergency power.

Dan

Having lived through the Loma Prieta earthquake the last century whilst

employed at UCSF, i learned first  hand that having emergency power would have

been nice.  We did not have it then, and i happened to be on campus and on

call for chemical emergencies just after 5 PM when it happened.  We had to

establish each area as safe to reoccupy, especially when many labs had piles

of chemicals, equipment etc.

My point is being able to rely on emergency power to reactivate fume hoods to

help lower the concentration of spilled solvents in rooms would have been very

helpful, seeing as i had to check rooms wearing Level B protection, without

the aid of elevators in 20 story buildings. (of course, i did run across a few

faculty sorting thru stuff before i got there....guess what they were

wearing???)

Perhaps where there is not earthquake risk it would be as useful.

One last political reason for emergency power is that some researchers have

some of their life's work in such things as freezers etc., and being able to

reestablish power to protect such resources is very popular amongst faculty.

Carl Lukens

CIH/MSPH

Oregon OSHA consultation

>>> dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM 01/11/01 11:20AM >>>

I would like to know if you require fume hoods to be on emergency power.

Are your fume hoods on emergency power

Dan Liberman

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 12:03:16 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Mispagel <mispagel@CALC.VET.UGA.EDU>

Organization: UGA College of Vet. Med

Subject:      Emergency power for BSCs?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

The discussion about the need for emergency power for fume hoods is interesting, but I would also like the general

wisdom of the group regarding emergency power needs for biosafety cabinets.  Seems to me that BSCs are even more

critical to have emergency power.

What do you think?

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

Michael E. Mispagel, Ph.D.

College of Veterinary Medicine

University of Georgia

Athens, GA 30602

706-542-5875

mispagel@calc.vet.uga.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 09:09:06 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Shawler <dshawler@SKCC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Emergency power for BSCs?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I don't think emergency power for BSCs is necessary.  I can't think of any

occassion where a worker will leave a potentially infectious material open

in a BSC.  Most workers still think of BSCs as "tissue culture hoods" whose

purpose is to maintain sterility for their cell lines.  This mentality means

that most workers keep all materials capped when in the hood and never leave

a container open.  Should a power failure occur while a worker has an

uncapped container, the first thing the worker would do is to recap the

container.

Dan Shawler

Safety Officer

Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Mispagel [mailto:mispagel@CALC.VET.UGA.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 9:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Emergency power for BSCs?

The discussion about the need for emergency power for fume hoods is

interesting, but I would also like the general

wisdom of the group regarding emergency power needs for biosafety cabinets.

Seems to me that BSCs are even more

critical to have emergency power.

What do you think?

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

Michael E. Mispagel, Ph.D.

College of Veterinary Medicine

University of Georgia

Athens, GA 30602

706-542-5875

mispagel@calc.vet.uga.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 12:03:51 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

Subject:      Re: I would like to know if you require fume hoods to be on emerg

              ency power.

We have our chemical fume hoods on emergency power.

If the power cuts out during a reaction with cyanide, it can kinda ruin your

day.

Regards,

Barry David Cohen (SM, NRM), (CBSP, ABSA)

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com

-----Original Message-----

From: LUKENS Carl B [mailto:Carl.B.LUKENS@STATE.OR.US]

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 11:47 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: I would like to know if you require fume hoods to be on

emergency power.

Dan

Having lived through the Loma Prieta earthquake the last century whilst

employed at UCSF, i learned first  hand that having emergency power would

have

been nice.  We did not have it then, and i happened to be on campus and on

call for chemical emergencies just after 5 PM when it happened.  We had to

establish each area as safe to reoccupy, especially when many labs had piles

of chemicals, equipment etc.

My point is being able to rely on emergency power to reactivate fume hoods

to

help lower the concentration of spilled solvents in rooms would have been

very

helpful, seeing as i had to check rooms wearing Level B protection, without

the aid of elevators in 20 story buildings. (of course, i did run across a

few

faculty sorting thru stuff before i got there....guess what they were

wearing???)

Perhaps where there is not earthquake risk it would be as useful.

One last political reason for emergency power is that some researchers have

some of their life's work in such things as freezers etc., and being able to

reestablish power to protect such resources is very popular amongst faculty.

Carl Lukens

CIH/MSPH

Oregon OSHA consultation

>>> dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM 01/11/01 11:20AM >>>

I would like to know if you require fume hoods to be on emergency power.

Are your fume hoods on emergency power

Dan Liberman

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 12:43:47 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Marsh, Robert HS" <robert.marsh@HS.UTC.COM>

Subject:      Safety Cabinet Disinfection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Are there any disinfectants other than formaldehyde used during HEPA filter

replacement in a Biological Safety Cabinet (BSC).  The EH&S group does not

want to allow formaldehyde use on the premises.  The contractor states that

there is no other method to disinfect the BSC than with formaldehyde.

Suggestions please.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 12:24:20 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Donna K Spragan <donna.spragan@AVENTIS.COM>

Subject:      Shipping Infectious Material

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Does anyone know who the competitors are for New World Courier?  We

currently use New World Courier to ship our infectious material

internationally but we would like to use a more reliable company.

Thanks for your help!

Donna K Spragan

Senior Safety Specialist

Aventis Pharmaceuticals

3825 Bay Center Place

Hayward, CA 94545

Tel: (510) 266-5058

Fax: (510) 266-5019

Email: donna.spragan@aventis.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 13:58:01 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jean Lancaster <Lancaster@ABIONLINE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Infectious Material

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

We use John S. Connor and Cavialer(sp?) for shipping biohazardous/infectious

materials internationally.

Jean Lancaster

Manager, Laboratory Production

Advanced Biotechnologies Inc

9108 Guilford Road

Columbia, MD 21046

410/792-9779 (phone)

301/497-9773 (fax)

-----Original Message-----

From: Donna K Spragan [mailto:donna.spragan@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 12:24 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shipping Infectious Material

Does anyone know who the competitors are for New World Courier?  We

currently use New World Courier to ship our infectious material

internationally but we would like to use a more reliable company.

Thanks for your help!

Donna K Spragan

Senior Safety Specialist

Aventis Pharmaceuticals

3825 Bay Center Place

Hayward, CA 94545

Tel: (510) 266-5058

Fax: (510) 266-5019

Email: donna.spragan@aventis.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 12:11:32 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Safety Cabinet Disinfection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I think you will find that the consensus is to affect decon of a HEPA =

filter

in a biosafety cabinet, you must use a decon agent that is airborne. 

So my first question is:  what are the infectious agents in use in the

laboratory that require that level of decon?  I opt not to have a BSC

decon'd with paraformaldehyde when it is RG1 or for most RG 2 =

organisms.  I

do an individual assessment of the risk of an infectious agent being

released into the atmosphere of the BSC and being "captured" in the =

filter.

So, for the BBPs, where no evidence exists of airborne transmission, I =

only

require surface decon within the BSC before any repair/maintenance =

begins. 

If there were use/manipulation of other agents, (e.g. Tb)then the

paraformaldehyde decon is the only one I know we are using on our =

campus.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave.

Denver, CO 80262

Phone:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 15:32:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy McQuinn <andy@PICOMPLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Infectious Material

In-Reply-To:  <55396F6C3DA1D411988200508BD949942E2ACF@SCLSMXSUSR01>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Try Quick, Their QuickStat division deals with Biologic and Infectious

materials.

Jay Johnson 919-846-7136 or 800-856-7828 or Don Derle Email:

don_derle@qintl.com, 1-407-667-3565 or 800-856-7828 could probably assist

you.  They have a very good service similar or better than World Courier.

Andy McQuinn

Director Business Operations

Partners In Compliance, Inc.

100 Dominion Drive, Suite 102

Morrisville, NC 27560

Tel: (919) 468-0333

Fax: (919) 468-0311

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Donna K Spragan

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 1:24 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shipping Infectious Material

Does anyone know who the competitors are for New World Courier?  We

currently use New World Courier to ship our infectious material

internationally but we would like to use a more reliable company.

Thanks for your help!

Donna K Spragan

Senior Safety Specialist

Aventis Pharmaceuticals

3825 Bay Center Place

Hayward, CA 94545

Tel: (510) 266-5058

Fax: (510) 266-5019

Email: donna.spragan@aventis.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 15:55:10 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Paul Jennette <jpj22@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Emergency Power

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Folks,

Two cases should be considered in this (very worthwhile) discussion of

emergency power for BSCs and fume hoods:

1.  a power failure while someone is working in the hood or cabinet, and

2.  a power failure some other time.

The reason I point this out is that emergency power, especially in large

facilities, may not come on instantly after a power failure.  It can take a

few minutes for the generator to start and all the transfer switches

involved to be energized.

This time delay issue probably doesn't make much difference for case 2, but

it is very important for case 1.

When we commissioned our BSL-3s, we made sure the BSCs were powered by the

first transfer switches in the emergency power supply and we tested the

time delay to develop operations procedures.

I hope this helps

- Paul

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 38            (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax          -3723

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 15:31:49 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Emergency Power

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

In most newer facilities the delay for emergency power takes from 8-15

seconds to come up to speed. Given the performance envelope for BSC's this

amount of time should not destroy the integrity of containment however, work

should be suspended until the motor does come back up to speed. We tested

this theory out in one of our BSC's using smoke. We found that during the

start-up phase and in a static condition no smoke left the confines of the

unit. Has anyone out there done a similar test using SF6 and a GC? I would

be very interested to hear of your findings. Thanks and have a great weekend

folks.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Paul Jennette [mailto:jpj22@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 2:55 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Emergency Power

Folks,

Two cases should be considered in this (very worthwhile) discussion of

emergency power for BSCs and fume hoods:

1.  a power failure while someone is working in the hood or cabinet, and

2.  a power failure some other time.

The reason I point this out is that emergency power, especially in large

facilities, may not come on instantly after a power failure.  It can take a

few minutes for the generator to start and all the transfer switches

involved to be energized.

This time delay issue probably doesn't make much difference for case 2, but

it is very important for case 1.

When we commissioned our BSL-3s, we made sure the BSCs were powered by the

first transfer switches in the emergency power supply and we tested the

time delay to develop operations procedures.

I hope this helps

- Paul

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 38            (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax          -3723

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 15:34:46 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Safety Cabinet Disinfection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Some studies have been performed using vapor phase hydrogen peroxide. If I

recall correctly Dr. Dave Stuart from the Baker Co. was a co author on one

that was presented at ABSA some years ago. You may contact him to get some

particulars.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Marsh, Robert HS [mailto:robert.marsh@HS.UTC.COM]

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 11:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Safety Cabinet Disinfection

Are there any disinfectants other than formaldehyde used during HEPA filter

replacement in a Biological Safety Cabinet (BSC).  The EH&S group does not

want to allow formaldehyde use on the premises.  The contractor states that

there is no other method to disinfect the BSC than with formaldehyde.

Suggestions please.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 15:40:00 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Emergency power for BSCs?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

For the record we at UAB require all essential equipment to be on emergency

power. Fume hoods and BSC's are considered essential (primary) containment

equipment. My $0.10 worth (adjusted for inflation).

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Mispagel [mailto:mispagel@CALC.VET.UGA.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 11:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Emergency power for BSCs?

The discussion about the need for emergency power for fume hoods is

interesting, but I would also like the general

wisdom of the group regarding emergency power needs for biosafety cabinets.

Seems to me that BSCs are even more

critical to have emergency power.

What do you think?

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

Michael E. Mispagel, Ph.D.

College of Veterinary Medicine

University of Georgia

Athens, GA 30602

706-542-5875

mispagel@calc.vet.uga.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 15:54:49 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Infectious Material

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Does anyone know of a vendor that will pick up sharps in the Los Angeles

area?

> ----------

> From:         Andy McQuinn[SMTP:andy@PICOMPLY.COM]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, January 12, 2001 2:32 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Shipping Infectious Material

>

> Try Quick, Their QuickStat division deals with Biologic and Infectious

> materials.

> Jay Johnson 919-846-7136 or 800-856-7828 or Don Derle Email:

> don_derle@qintl.com, 1-407-667-3565 or 800-856-7828 could probably assist

> you.  They have a very good service similar or better than World Courier.

>

> Andy McQuinn

> Director Business Operations

> Partners In Compliance, Inc.

> 100 Dominion Drive, Suite 102

> Morrisville, NC 27560

> Tel: (919) 468-0333

> Fax: (919) 468-0311

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Donna K Spragan

> Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 1:24 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Shipping Infectious Material

>

>

> Does anyone know who the competitors are for New World Courier?  We

> currently use New World Courier to ship our infectious material

> internationally but we would like to use a more reliable company.

>

> Thanks for your help!

>

> Donna K Spragan

> Senior Safety Specialist

>

>

>

> Aventis Pharmaceuticals

> 3825 Bay Center Place

> Hayward, CA 94545

> Tel: (510) 266-5058

> Fax: (510) 266-5019

> Email: donna.spragan@aventis.com

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 2001 16:33:18 -0800

Reply-To:     ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         YK Wan <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      Re: Safety Cabinet Disinfection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------FB0394C676D670B4D02CCA31"

3o,O MIME .f&!*:&h,q&!6l%s!C

--------------FB0394C676D670B4D02CCA31

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=big5

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by panic.csc.cuhk.edu.hk id IAA02467

The hydrogen peroxide vapor generator is too heavy being a mobile unit fo=

r

decontamination of BSC.  It is primarily designed for using in cleanroom.=

  The

lightest one that the manufacturer can bulid weights 200 lbs.  I think Ba=

ker

Co. also do research using the aerosolized hypochlorite.

YK

Safety Office

Chinese University of Hong Kong

email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

Kyle Boyett =BCg=A4J=A1G

> Some studies have been performed using vapor phase hydrogen peroxide. I=

f I

> recall correctly Dr. Dave Stuart from the Baker Co. was a co author on =

one

> that was presented at ABSA some years ago. You may contact him to get s=

ome

> particulars.

>

> Kyle Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Occupational Health and Safety

> University of Alabama at Birmingham

> e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

> Phone-  205-934-2487

> VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

> www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

> ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce=

 the

> value I place on YOUR life**

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Marsh, Robert HS [mailto:robert.marsh@HS.UTC.COM]

> Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 11:44 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Safety Cabinet Disinfection

>

> Are there any disinfectants other than formaldehyde used during HEPA fi=

lter

> replacement in a Biological Safety Cabinet (BSC).  The EH&S group does =

not

> want to allow formaldehyde use on the premises.  The contractor states =

that

> there is no other method to disinfect the BSC than with formaldehyde.

> Suggestions please.

--------------FB0394C676D670B4D02CCA31

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=big5;

 name="ulsoykwan.vcf"

Content-Description: YK Wan *:%d$y

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="ulsoykwan.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

begin:vcard

n:WAN;YU KWAN

tel;fax:852-26036862

tel;work:852-26097953

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

org:Chinese University of Hong Kong;Univesity Safety and Environment Office

adr:;;Shatin, NT;;;;Hong Kong

version:2.1

email;internet:ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

title:Safety Officer

end:vcard

--------------FB0394C676D670B4D02CCA31--

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 13 Jan 2001 21:25:03 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jim Kaufman <Labsafe@AOL.COM>

Subject:      LSI Reference Collection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear NACHOs,

LSI has a rather extensive reference library.  For the past five years,

visitors have been welcome to use the collection at our offices in Natick.

We plan to continue this practice.

Now, we've been discussing the possibility of making the books and other

reference materials available as a lending library (like the video/media

collection).  What do you think about the idea of LSI starting this new

service?  Does the traditional interlibrary loan system already adequately

meet this need?  Is there a need for this service?

Please respond directly to me (labsafe@aol.com).  I will summarize the

responses for all the discussion lists being polled.

Thanks. ... Jim

            *****************************************************

                        James A. Kaufman, Director

                      The Laboratory Safety Institute

                Safety in Science and Science Education

                 192 Worcester Road, Natick, MA 01760

         508-647-1900  Fax: 508-647-0062  Cell: 508-574-6264

     Email: labsafe@aol.com  Web Site: http://www.labsafety.org/

                ******************************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 14 Jan 2001 19:18:28 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jim Reiman <JREIMAN343@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: BIOSAFTY Digest - 11 Jan 2001 to 12 Jan 2001 (#2001-9)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_99.f53d29c.27939bd4_boundary"

--part1_99.f53d29c.27939bd4_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Emergency Power  to Biological  Safety Cabinets

I think emergency power to BSC's is very desirable as they are a primary

barrier between users and potentially hazardous aerosols. When the blower

goes down containment and sterility are lost.  In addition a 5 minute purge

is recommended after work is completed.

Jim Reiman

Lab Safety Services

jreiman343@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 14 Jan 2001 23:07:17 EST
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Interesting article in this week's New Yorker - "The Poison Keeper". The

piece deals with Dr. Wouter Basson, a South African physician "known also as

the founder and leader of Project Coast, a top-secret chemical- and

biological warfare program that Archbishop Desmond Tutu has called "the most

diabolical aspect of apartheid"".

Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

115 Lyons Road

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)
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In a message dated 1/15/2001 11:30:18 AM Eastern Standard Time,

nape@napenet.org writes:

> A Supplement (No. 108(S6) - 100 pages) on Biomedical Research and the

> Environment has just been published by Environmental Health

> Perspectives, the scientific journal of the National Institute of

> Environmental Health Sciences.  The cost is $10 (half price) if you

> mention NAPE  - call 1-800-315-3010.

>

> It contains 10 major scientific papers, as listed below, which resulted

> from a national conference on Biomedical Research and the Environment

> held at the National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland.

>

> Additional papers, as shown below, are on NAPE's web site at

> http://www.napenet.org.

>

> Papers published in Supplement:

>

>  Biomedical Research and the Environment:  An Introduction.  Auth=

ors:

> Bailey BJ, Grupenhoff JT

>

>  Activities of the National Institutes of Health Relating to Ener=

gy

> Efficiency and Pollution Prevention. Authors:  Ficca SA, Chyun Y-D,

> Ebrahimi M, Kutlak F

>

>  Environmental Practices for Biomedical Research Facilities.

> Authors:  Medlin EL, Grupenhoff JT

>

>  Development of a Pollution Prevention and Energy Efficiency

> Clearinghouse for Biomedical Research Facilities.  Authors:  Barker LF,

> Rau EH, Pfister EA, Calcagni J

>

>  Minimization and Management of Wastes from Biomedical Research.

> Authors:  Rau EH, Hagan PE, Alaimo RJ, Ashbrook PC, Austin SM,

> Borenstein N, Evans MR, Gilpin RW, Hummel S, Jacobson AP, Lee CY, Merkle

> S, Radzinski T, Sloane RA, Wagner KD, Weaner LE

>

>

>  Biomedical Research Leaders:  Report on Needs, Opportunities,

> Difficulties, Education and Training and Evaluation.  Authors:  Wilson,

> SH, Merkle S, Brown D, Moskowitz J, Hurley D, Brown D, Bailey BJ,

> McClain M, Misenhimer M, Buckalew J, Burks T

>

>  Applying Environmental Product Design to Biomedical Products

> Research.  Authors:  Messelbeck J, Sutherland L

>

>  Needs and Opportunities for Improving the Productivity, Health a=

nd

> Safety of Medical Research Facilities.  Authors:  Hodgson M, Brodt W,

> Henderson D, Loftness V, McCrone R, Roselle G, Rosenfeld A, Woods J,

> Wright R

>

>  Community Outreach at Research Facilities.  Authors:  Goldman M,

> Hedetniemi JH, Herbert ER, Sassaman JS, Walker BC Jr.

>

>  Reducing Environmental Risk Associated with Laboratory

> Decommissioning and Property Transfer.  Authors:  Dufault R, Abelquist

> E, Crooks S, Demers D, DiBerardinis L, Franklin T, Horowitz M, Petullo

> C, Sturchio G

>

> Papers Available on NAPE's web site:

>

>  Conference Welcome. Kenneth Olden, Ph.D., Director, National

> Institute of Environmental Health Sciences

>

>  Conference Goals. Paul G. Rogers, J.D., Partner, Hogan and Harts=

on

>

>  Keynote Speech. Congressman John E. Porter, Chairman, Subcommitt=

ee on

> Labor-HHS-Education Appropriations, U.S. House of Representatives

>

>  Basic Concepts: Biomedical Research and the Environment. Byron J=

.

> Bailey, M.D., F.A.C.S. (then President, National Association of

> Physicians for the Environment)

>

>  Environmental Auditing - Challenges and Opportunities for Medica=

l

> Research Labs: Joel Makower, Editor, The Green Business Letter and Rena

> Shulsky, Founder and President, GreenAudit, Inc.

>

>  Managing Hazardous Wastes in Academic Research Institutions. W.

> Emmett Barkley, Ph.D., Director of Laboratory Safety, Howard Hughes

> Medical Institute

>

>  Hazardous Waste Issues in Medical Research.  William F. Raub, Ph=

.D.,

> Deputy Assistant Secretary for Science Policy, U.S. Department of Health

> and Human Services

>

>  Public Health, Biomedical Research and the Environment. David

> Satcher, M.D., U.S. Surgeon General

>

>  Health Care Without Harm - The Campaign for Environmentally

> Responsible Health Care. Theodore H. Schettler, M.D., Health Care

> Without Harm and Science Director, Science and Environmental Health

> Network

>

>             Hospitals for a Healthy Environment: An American Hosp=

ital

> Association -  Environmental Protection Agency Partnership. Lara

> Sutherland, Senior Research Associate, INFORM, Inc.

>

>             Greening the Campus - How Biomedical Research Facilit=

ies

> Can Benefit and the National Wildlife Federation Can Help. Mark Van

> Putten, President and Chief Executive Officer, National Wildlife

> Federation

>

>  Environment and Health.  The Honorable Lowell Weicker , Jr., Cha=

ir,

> Pew Environmental Health Commission

>

>  Improving the Environmental Performance of U.S. Laboratories: Ro=

mulo

> Diaz, Jr., Assistant Administrator for Administration and Resources

> Management and Philip Wirdzek, National Energy Manager, Facilities

> Management and Services Division, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

>

> John Grupenhoff

> Executive Vice President Emeritus

>

>

Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

115 Lyons Road

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)
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The big boy has got to be Federal Express.

We have also used Emery Worldwide.

Bob

>Does anyone know who the competitors are for New World Courier?  We

>currently use New World Courier to ship our infectious material

>internationally but we would like to use a more reliable company.

>

>Thanks for your help!

>

>Donna K Spragan

>Senior Safety Specialist

>

>

>

>Aventis Pharmaceuticals

>3825 Bay Center Place

>Hayward, CA 94545

>Tel: (510) 266-5058

>Fax: (510) 266-5019

>Email: donna.spragan@aventis.com

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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From:         "P. Moravek" <pmoravek@WPI.EDU>

Subject:      centrifugation of PIM?
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Hello All,

I have always wondered what everyone out there is doing

about centrifugation in BSL2 labs that use human tissue

(normal, no introduced infections, no other known pathogens

used in the lab).  Presumably folks are spinning down their

cultured cells and possibly primary source cells also.

The BMBL states that appropriate precautions should be made

to contain aerosols that may arise during centrifugation,

and I know that a normal screw-capped tube is not enough and

some centrifuges are contained in appropriate biosafety

cabinets.

My specific questions are:

Is the gasket on the lid of a rotor enough to contain the

aerosols of capped tubes inside?  Are accidental breakages

contained?  Does the speed matter?  Do those "O-ring

gasketed" superspeed tubes/bottles actually contain

aerosols?

I'm currently looking through product literature on this

one, but have one  researcher breathing down my neck for an

answer.   I'd greatly appreciate it if anyone could point me

to published studies or practical protocols  (web sources

are best for me).

Thanks & cheers!

-- Paula Moravek, Biosafety Officer

    Worcester Polytechnic Institute

    Worcester, MA    U.S.A.

    pmoravek@wpi.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Borzynski, Leonard" <lborzyns@FACILITIES.BUFFALO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Emergency power for BSCs?

Some but not all of our biosafety cabinets are on emergency power. Our BL-3

Unit does have emergency power, with an approximately 15 second delay to

deliver power. It is also important to provide emergency lighting to assure

that containers can be capped, cultures returned and spillage and possible

sharps injuries are avoided. Battery units are used in our BL-3 to provide

rapid return of lighting.

Len

Leonard J. Borzynski, CIH

University at Buffalo

Occupational & Environmental Safety

220 Winspear Ave.

Buffalo, NY 14215-1034

Voice   (716) 829-3301

Fax     (716) 829-2704

E-mail  lborzyns@facilities.buffalo.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Michael Mispagel

Sent: Friday, January 12, 2001 12:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Emergency power for BSCs?

The discussion about the need for emergency power for fume hoods is

interesting, but I would also like the general

wisdom of the group regarding emergency power needs for biosafety cabinets.

Seems to me that BSCs are even more

critical to have emergency power.

What do you think?

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

Michael E. Mispagel, Ph.D.

College of Veterinary Medicine

University of Georgia

Athens, GA 30602

706-542-5875

mispagel@calc.vet.uga.edu
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Subject:      Re: centrifugation of PIM?
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Paula,

Look into centrifuge cups.  They are the preferred method to control

aerosols from centrifuging BSL2 materials.  The rotor lids may contain any

aerosols, but how do you then control any aerosols when you have to open up

the rotors?  Centrifuge cups will contain any arosols and are much easier to

move into a biosafety cabinet to be opened.  Centrifuge cups are also very

effective at containing breakage and spills. Don't count on the tube caps!

The manual/catalog for your centrifuges should list centrifuge cups for

them.

Steve D'Alessandro

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

BioChem Pharma

Northborough, MA

_________________________________________________________________

Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com
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Interested individuals should send resume to:

Kathleen Crowley

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Columbia University Health Sciences

630 West 168th St.  Mailbox 8

New York City, NY. 10032

or attach resume in Word format and e-mail to:

kc298@columbia.edu

Laboratory Safety Officer

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Carry out the routine technical activities of the office including

performing laboratory survey visits, certifying fume hoods, Indoor Air

Quality (IAQ) investigations, accident investigations and emergency

spill response.  Maintain a presence in the laboratory environment

through routine and ongoing visits to research laboratories and other

work areas and ensure proper hazardous waste storage and disposal in

compliance with University policies and procedures and relevant

government regulations. Assist Senior Laboratory Safety Officer in the

hazardous waste program.  Assist EH&S professional staff in conducting

special tasks related to health and safety.  Work with faculty, staff

and students to carry out activities.  Respond to occasional emergencies

involving chemical spills or worker contamination, which sometimes occur

after hours and weekends.

Qualifications:  BS degree in the field of science and preferably

one-year academic research and laboratory experience or the equivalent.

OSHA 40-hour Certification preferred. Knowledge of the structure of

occupational and environmental health and safety activities related to

biomedical research is desired. Excellent verbal and written

communication skills. Computer literacy required and knowledge of MS

Access and Excel desirable. Ability and maturity to carry out activities

with minimum supervision.
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      HGT
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I have been rereading the updated (Jan 2001) NIH Guidelines, and

specifically reviewing the information in Appendix M for human gene transfer

clinical trials....

How are your institutions handling ex vivo transduction of recombinant DNA

material into target cells for human application?

Generally, I would expect this in a circumstance where a tumor has been

debulked, the cells are grown in tissue culture, then transduced, tested for

incorporation of the desired genetic material(s), then returned to the

patient.  I suppose there are other models which could be used.  Who gets

custody of the responsibilities for such a protocol?  The Institutional

Review Board (human use review) or the IBC?  or are they shared

responsibilities?  Does the FDA review this sort of application?

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave.

Denver, CO 80262

Phone:  303-315-6754

Pager:   303-266-5402

Fax:      303-315-8026
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From:         Dan Shawler <dshawler@SKCC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: HGT
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Therese:

<<<I have been rereading the updated (Jan 2001) NIH Guidelines, and

specifically reviewing the information in Appendix M for human gene transfer

clinical trials....

How are your institutions handling ex vivo transduction of recombinant DNA

material into target cells for human application?

Who gets

custody of the responsibilities for such a protocol?  The Institutional

Review Board (human use review) or the IBC?  or are they shared

responsibilities?  Does the FDA review this sort of application?>>>

I think the IRB and the IBC have different mandates.  The IRB is an advocate

for the rights of  human subjects.  The IRB responsibility is to make sure

there is a medical/scientific rationale for the proposed experimental

procedure, that preliminary in vitro and animal model data suggests the

safety of the procedure, and that the risk:benefit ratio is potentially

skewed toward benefit.

The IBC's responsibility in this case is the safe use of rDNA technology.

Specifically, the IBC should be aware of the possibility helper virus making

the viral vector replication competent and therefore causing infectious

disease in the subject.  Once again, risk:benefit ratio is important.

The FDA must reviews and approve all experimental procedures of this nature.

The IND (Investigational New Drug) protocol must also be submitted to the

NIH recombinant DNA advisory committee (RAC).  The order of review is first,

submit to FDA.  Second, submit to RAC.  Third, submit to IRB and IBC.  IRB

submision could be concurrent with FDA or RAC submission.  Approval of the

final clinical protocol by all four committees must be obtained before the

trial may be initiated.  In the case of a multicenter trial, approval must

be obtained separately from the IRBs and IBCs of all the centers, although

the trial can be initiated at Center A before it is approved at Center B.

Dan Shawler

Safety Officer

Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center
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MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

At Vanderbilt's recent (September 2000) proactive compliance site visit by

the NIH, Dr. Bob Jambou from the Office of Biotechnology Activities told us

(IBC and HGT folks) that the IBC should review the investigator's/facility's

ability to "ensure" the continuing purity of the gene transfer product (GTP)

in the institution and should also review whether the GTP has been produced

appropriately (e.g., obtaining a copy of GMP or GLP certification from the

sponsor or other GTP generator).  This is, of course, in addition to a

review of the potential of unwanted infection in the patient, the staff, or

the community from the GTP system/administration or the unwanted transfer of

the genetic information to these same individuals.

Terry - we aren't doing an ex vivo transduction here, so I can't

specifically answer your question, but if we were, my opinion is that it

would land squarely in the laps of the IBC, with strong consultation from

our Human Gene Transfer Advisory Group.  This kind of thing is where some

communication between FDA and the IBC would be extremely helpful, but to my

knowledge that conduit does not exist.

LouAnn

LouAnn Crawford Burnett

Biosafety Program Manager

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health and Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (office)

louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu

-----Original Message-----

From:   A Biosafety Discussion List [SMTP:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf

Of Dan Shawler

Sent:   Tuesday, January 16, 2001 6:19 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: HGT

Therese:

<<<I have been rereading the updated (Jan 2001) NIH Guidelines, and

specifically reviewing the information in Appendix M for human gene transfer

clinical trials....

How are your institutions handling ex vivo transduction of recombinant DNA

material into target cells for human application?

Who gets

custody of the responsibilities for such a protocol?  The Institutional

Review Board (human use review) or the IBC?  or are they shared

responsibilities?  Does the FDA review this sort of application?>>>

I think the IRB and the IBC have different mandates.  The IRB is an advocate

for the rights of  human subjects.  The IRB responsibility is to make sure

there is a medical/scientific rationale for the proposed experimental

procedure, that preliminary in vitro and animal model data suggests the

safety of the procedure, and that the risk:benefit ratio is potentially

skewed toward benefit.

The IBC's responsibility in this case is the safe use of rDNA technology.

Specifically, the IBC should be aware of the possibility helper virus making

the viral vector replication competent and therefore causing infectious

disease in the subject.  Once again, risk:benefit ratio is important.

The FDA must reviews and approve all experimental procedures of this nature.

The IND (Investigational New Drug) protocol must also be submitted to the

NIH recombinant DNA advisory committee (RAC).  The order of review is first,

submit to FDA.  Second, submit to RAC.  Third, submit to IRB and IBC.  IRB

submision could be concurrent with FDA or RAC submission.  Approval of the

final clinical protocol by all four committees must be obtained before the

trial may be initiated.  In the case of a multicenter trial, approval must

be obtained separately from the IRBs and IBCs of all the centers, although

the trial can be initiated at Center A before it is approved at Center B.

Dan Shawler

Safety Officer

Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center
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Subject:      conotoxin inactivation
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Does anyone have a reference/information on the inactivation (in the

event of spill, accident, etc.) of conotoxins.

Thank you.

--------------754830467917E02E4F6150B0

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"
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Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;-752

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------754830467917E02E4F6150B0--
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Subject:      Re: Emergency power for BSCs
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Our entire facility has the capacity to run on back-up power

generators, and the prioritization of what gets powered-up first

included the BSC in our Biosafety Level 3 laboratories.

Prioritization for us - as a business - was based on both safety

and economic issues - if a coldroom has to be maintained at 2-8C

in order to sell the product stored in it, you'd better bet it's

connected to the back-up power source.  (This is the equivalent

to the previously made point of researchers with their life's

work in a few freezers.)

If the equipment is designed to protect my health, and the

Safety Department is telling me that I have to use it, then it

should be connected to back-up power source of some sort.  Even

if that only provides enough energy to let me safely stop what

I'm doing.

In which case, all employees need to be trained to know what to

do in this situation - particularly if it is a common or likely

occurrance.

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do You Yahoo!?

Get email at your own domain with Yahoo! Mail.

http://personal.mail.yahoo.com/

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Jan 2001 12:18:08 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Smith <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>
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Federal Express will take infectious materials within the U.S.

I don't know if they do international shipments.

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do You Yahoo!?

Get email at your own domain with Yahoo! Mail.

http://personal.mail.yahoo.com/
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Organization: Princeton University

Subject:      Testing blood used in research

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------7F43BBD45F431A9B5CEB9DEF"

--------------7F43BBD45F431A9B5CEB9DEF

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello Everyone,

I have just come on board the "Biosafety List" train and have a question

to pose about testing of blood used in research.  I would be interested

to know what the general practice is in University settings regarding

testing for the prominent pathogens HIV, HBV, HCV (or others) in human

blood or human subjects who are donating tissue when these materials are

to be used in research work. I would like to know if you do or do not

subscribe to such a practice.  There was discussion on this issue at our

Biosafety Committee meeting this week and there was an interest in

finding out how other Universities were addressing this.

Thanks in advance for any insights you can provide.   Don
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Date:         Wed, 17 Jan 2001 22:21:20 -0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Teresa Stimpfel, MS, CIH, CSP" <terystim@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Animal Biosafety Manual

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Hi All

I'm drafting a Biosafety Manual for an Animal Facility. If anyone is willing

to share their manual online or in hard copy I'd appreciate it.

When completed, I'll share our product as well.

Terry

Teresa Stimpfel, MS, CIH, CSP

EOHSS - Biological Safety Officer

Univ of Medicine & Dentistry of New Jersey

phone 732-235-9370

fax   732-235-9371

_________________________________________________________________

Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com
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Date:         Thu, 18 Jan 2001 08:31:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jennifer Minogue <jennifer@HR.ADMIN.UOGUELPH.CA>

Subject:      Re: Animal Biosafety Manual

In-Reply-To:  <F27wkvfEKAScobfpQOa000016e3@hotmail.com>
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check out this web site for the Canadian Govt book(let) on

animal containment facilities:

http://www.cfia-acia.agr.ca/english/lab/convet/convete.shtml

Cheers,

Jennifer E. Minogue, B.S., M.S.P.H.

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1   Canada

519-824-4120 X3190    Fax 519-824-0364

e-Mail  jennifer@hr.admin.uoguelph.ca
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Date:         Thu, 18 Jan 2001 09:07:48 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Braun <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      FDA Disclosure Rule

In-Reply-To:  <3A66A9CD.15273.17A46D@localhost>
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Biosafty recipients may be interested in the FDA's proposal to disclose

gene transfer and xenotransplanation study information.

There is a PR release at http://www.fda.gov/bbs/topics/NEWS/2001/NEW00748.html

The Federal register announcement is at

http://www.fda.gov/OHRMS/DOCKETS/98fr/011801b.pdf

Here is an article that ran in this morning's NY Times:

January 18, 2001

F.D.A. Plans New Scrutiny in Areas of Biotechnology

By ANDREW POLLACK

Seeking to calm public anxiety, the Food and Drug Administration yesterday

proposed rules that would strengthen scrutiny of several biotechnology

areas: genetically modified foods, gene therapy and the transplantation of

animal organs and tissues into people.

The agency said it would make it mandatory, rather than voluntary, for

developers of genetically modified food to subject such food to a safety

review before bringing it to market. The agency also said it would make

much of the information provided by the companies publicly available.

The F.D.A. also issued guidelines on how food companies could voluntarily

label their products as being made without genetic engineering. But it

declined requests from numerous consumer and environmental groups that it

require all genetically engineered foods to be labeled.

Regarding gene therapy and the animal organ transplants, the agency said it

planned to release data on clinical trials that it now keeps confidential,

a proposal that angered the biotechnology industry. Such public disclosure,

the agency hopes, will assuage public concerns that have arisen about gene

therapy since the death of a teenager in a clinical trial at the University

of Pennsylvania in September 1999.

Providing more information about bioengineered crops is also expected to

remove some concerns about biotech foods, officials said.

"What any product doesn't need is for there to be suspicion on the behalf

of consumers that something is being slipped by them," Jane E. Henney, the

commissioner of food and drugs, said in an interview about the food

regulations.

But many consumer and environmental groups said the new rules do not go far

enough. "It's a baby step in what needs to be a leap toward real

regulation," said Rebecca Goldburg, senior scientist at Environmental

Defense, a nonprofit group.

Ms. Goldburg and other critics said the safety review of genetically

modified crops would still fall far short of the more rigorous scrutiny

given to food additives.

The food and biotechnology industries generally applauded the rules, which

they have been advocating. The industry hopes mandatory F.D.A. review will

demonstrate to consumers that biotechnology is regulated; it will not

impose many new burdens on the companies because they are already notifying

and providing data to the agency voluntarily.

Food companies have also pushed for voluntary labeling. Mandatory labels on

foods with genetically modified ingredients, they maintain, would be

interpreted by consumers as a skull and crossbones. On the other hand,

stating on a label that a product does not contain genetically modified

ingredients could be a way to attract customers concerned about genetic

engineering.

"I think you're going to see a number of companies putting on their labels

`nonbiotech,' " said Gene Grabowski, spokesman for the Grocery

Manufacturers of America.

Some companies, particularly organic or health food companies, have already

started such labeling.

The new guidelines, however, would impose restrictions on such labels. The

agency said it would frown on use of labels that state a product is "free"

of bioengineered ingredients because that is virtually impossible to

guarantee. It would prefer labels saying that the products were not made

using biotechnology. It also said that any label implying that the

nonbioengineered food was somehow superior to the bioengineered equivalent

would be "misleading."

It is estimated that two-thirds of the processed foods now in American

supermarkets are made with genetically altered corn, soy or other crops.

The F.D.A. maintains that it cannot require labeling of genetically

modified foods because there is no evidence they are different in terms of

safety or nutritional value.

Representative Dennis Kucinich, Democrat of Ohio, sharply criticized the

new rules as "purely public relations" and said he would renew his push to

enact legislation requiring mandatory labeling.

The new food rules have been expected since May, when the F.D.A. announced

its intentions. The agency had conducted three public hearings late in 1999

and received more than 35,000 written comments. There will now be a public

comment period before the rules are made final, giving the new

administration of George W. Bush a chance to weigh in.

Regarding gene therapy and the animal tissue transplants, the agency said

it wanted to depart from the rules requiring that information about

clinical trials be kept confidential unless the organization conducting the

trial allowed disclosure. The justification for this departure, it said, is

that the two techniques pose a theoretical risk of viral infection to the

public, not just to the patient being treated.

Because it is considered so novel, gene therapy trials are regulated not

only by the F.D.A. but by the Recombinant DNA Advisory Committee of the

National Institutes of Health. And some information on trials is already

made available through that committee. But the proposed F.D.A. rules are

expected to increase the amount of data made public.

The biotechnology industry expressed dismay.

"It's somewhat out of left field," said H. Stewart Parker, president of

Targeted Genetics, a gene therapy company in Seattle, who added that the

rules would "make it much harder to operate in the field of gene therapy."

Ruth Macklin, professor of bioethics at the Albert Einstein College of

Medicine, said the proposed rules could undermine the Recombinant DNA

Advisory Committee, of which she is a member. One reason for that

committee's existence, Professor Macklin said, has been to provide the

public with information that the F.D.A. kept confidential.
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Date:         Thu, 18 Jan 2001 10:14:48 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         J Coggin <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal Biosafety Manual
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Teresa:  I have this material on a disc in our research office but it is a part

of our medical school's Biosafety Manual.  You could take what you need. Let me

know if that would help.

Joe Coggin

"Teresa Stimpfel, MS, CIH, CSP" wrote:

> Hi All

>

> I'm drafting a Biosafety Manual for an Animal Facility. If anyone is willing

> to share their manual online or in hard copy I'd appreciate it.

> When completed, I'll share our product as well.

>

> Terry

>

> Teresa Stimpfel, MS, CIH, CSP

> EOHSS - Biological Safety Officer

> Univ of Medicine & Dentistry of New Jersey

> phone 732-235-9370

> fax   732-235-9371

> _________________________________________________________________

> Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com
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Date:         Thu, 18 Jan 2001 14:05:58 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Brian J. Wimmer" <bjw@NWU.EDU>

Subject:      nitric acid in human blood serum

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hello,

Does the addition of 5% nitric acid to human blood serum have any effect on

any pathogens that may still be present?

Thanks for any information.

Brian Wimmer

Northwestern University

bjw@northwestern.edu
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Date:         Fri, 19 Jan 2001 10:58:10 -0500

Reply-To:     mkinsey@mriresearch.org

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Melina Kinsey <mkinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG>

Subject:      Class III BSC

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi all!

I am looking for information on Class III BSC's.  We have a researcher

proposing work that involves large quantities (10 liters) of a BSL3 pathogen

(in our BSL-3 lab).  Our Biosafety committee will not consider this proposal

until we have a Class III BSC.  Any of you that have Class III's that can

give me advise, whether it be good, bad or ugly, would be greatly

appreciated.

Thanks.

Melina Kinsey

Safety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404
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Date:         Fri, 19 Jan 2001 11:17:55 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Fwd: Health care worker occupational Sharps Reg Due

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="part1_fd.12e1b24.2799c2b3_boundary"

--part1_fd.12e1b24.2799c2b3_boundary

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="part1_fd.12e1b24.2799c2b3_alt_boundary"

--part1_fd.12e1b24.2799c2b3_alt_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In a message dated 1/19/2001 8:19:27 AM Eastern Standard Time,

ifs02@health.state.ny.us writes:

> Subj: Re: Fwd: Health care worker occupational Sharps Reg Due

> Date: 1/19/2001 8:19:27 AM Eastern Standard Time

> From:    ifs02@health.state.ny.us (Ira F. Salkin)

> To:    EKrisiunas@aol.com

>

>

>

>

>

>

> Perhaps you should pass around the fact that the revised OSHA Bloodborne

> Pathogens standards containing the needle requirements was published

> yesterday,

> January 18, 2001 in the Federal Register.  Simply go to

> http://gpo.lib.purdue.edu then click on list available and go to the January

> 18th issue.  Under OSHA one will find the new standards and can then print

> them

> off.

>

> Hope this helps.

>

>

> Ira F. Salkin, Ph.D.

> Wadsworth Center

> New York State Department of Health

> P. O. Box 509

> Albany, NY 12201-0509

> Phone: (518) 486-2593

> Fax: (518) 474-3439

> ifs02@health.state.ny.us
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Date:         Fri, 19 Jan 2001 10:45:52 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jairo Betancourt <jairob@MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Class III BSC

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hi Melina: I think you should be more specific on your question. Are you

asking

1. Is it appropriate/necessary to use a BSC Class III

2. Are you going to use 10 gallons at a time?

3. Connections for ventilation and disposal/treatment of waste?

It would help you to get information.

Jairo

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Jan 2001 11:32:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Fwd: Health care worker occupational Sharps Reg Due

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

OSHA has not yet posted anything on their web site. This is the link where

it would go:

http://www.osha-slc.gov/SLTC/needlestick/index.html

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    Ed Krisiunas

                    <EKrisiunas@AOL        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    .COM>                  cc:

                    Sent by: A             Subject:     Fwd: Health care worker occupational

                    Biosafety              Sharps Reg Due

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVM

                    A.MIT.EDU>

                    01/19/2001

                    11:17 AM

                    Please respond

                    to A Biosafety

                    Discussion List

In a message dated 1/19/2001 8:19:27 AM Eastern Standard Time,

ifs02@health.state.ny.us writes:

 Subj: Re: Fwd: Health care worker occupational Sharps Reg Due

 Date: 1/19/2001 8:19:27 AM Eastern Standard Time

 From:    ifs02@health.state.ny.us (Ira F. Salkin)

 To:    EKrisiunas@aol.com

 Perhaps you should pass around the fact that the revised OSHA Bloodborne

 Pathogens standards containing the needle requirements was published

 yesterday,

 January 18, 2001 in the Federal Register.  Simply go to

 http://gpo.lib.purdue.edu then click on list available and go to the

 January

 18th issue.  Under OSHA one will find the new standards and can then print

 them

 off.

 Hope this helps.

 Ira F. Salkin, Ph.D.

 Wadsworth Center

 New York State Department of Health

 P. O. Box 509

 Albany, NY 12201-0509

 Phone: (518) 486-2593

 Fax: (518) 474-3439

 ifs02@health.state.ny.us

----- Message from on -----

Perhaps you should pass around the fact that the revised OSHA Bloodborne

Pathogens standards containing the needle requirements was published

yesterday,

January 18, 2001 in the Federal Register.  Simply go to

http://gpo.lib.purdue.edu then click on list available and go to the

January

18th issue.  Under OSHA one will find the new standards and can then print

them

off.

Hope this helps.

Ira F. Salkin, Ph.D.

Wadsworth Center

New York State Department of Health

P. O. Box 509

Albany, NY 12201-0509

Phone: (518) 486-2593

Fax: (518) 474-3439

ifs02@health.state.ny.us
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Date:         Fri, 19 Jan 2001 11:46:04 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      OSHA's final rule on needlesticks....

In-Reply-To:  <OFC0767AFC.55D4DDC6-ON852569D9.005AB72C@cc.sunysb.edu>
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
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Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The final rule is attached as a html file (virus free). If it doesn't work

send me an email (stefan@msu.edu) and I will get it to you.

Hope this helps.

Stefan :-)

Federal Register: January 18, 2001 (Volume 66, Number 12)]

[Rules and Regulations]              
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-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Part IX

Department of Labor

Occupational Safety and Health Administration

29 CFR Part 1910

Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens; Needlesticks and Other

Sharps Injuries; Final Rule

[[Page 5318]]

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

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Occupational Safety and Health Administration

29 CFR Part 1910

[Docket No. H370A]

RIN 1218-AB85

Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens; Needlestick and

Other Sharps Injuries; Final Rule

AGENCY: Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA),

Department of Labor

ACTION: Final Rule; Request for Comment on the Information Collection

(Paperwork) Requirements

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

SUMMARY: The Occupational Safety and Health Administration is revising

the Bloodborne Pathogens standard in conformance with the requirements

of the Needlestick Safety and Prevention Act. This Act directs OSHA to

revise the Bloodborne Pathogens standard to include new examples in the

definition of engineering controls along with two new definitions; to

require that Exposure Control Plans reflect how employers implement new

developments in control technology; to require employers to solicit

input from employees responsible for direct patient care in the

identification, evaluation, and selection of engineering and work

practice controls; and to require certain employers to establish and

maintain a log of percutaneous injuries from contaminated sharps.

DATES: Effective Date: The effective date is April 18, 2001. Written

comments: Written comments on the Information Collection Requirements

must be submitted on or before March 19, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Copies of materials in the docket may be obtained from the

OSHA Docket Office, Room N-2625, U.S. Department of Labor, 200

Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20210, Telephone (202) 693-

2350. Referenced documents are included in Docket H370A and are

identified by the exhibit number indicated.

    Submit written comments on the Information Collection Requirements

to the Docket Office, Docket No. ICR-0180 (2001), OSHA, U.S. Department

of Labor, Room N-2625, 200 Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, DC

20210; telephone: (202) 693-2350. Commenters may transmit written

comments of 10 pages or less in length by facsimile to (202) 693-1648.

    In compliance with 28 U.S.C. 2112(a), the Agency designates the

Associate Solicitor for Occupational Safety and Health, Office of the

Solicitor, Room S-4004, U.S. Department of Labor, 200 Constitution

Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20210, as the recipient of petitions for

review of the standard.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Bonnie Friedman, Director, OSHA Office

of Public Affairs, Room N-3647, U.S. Department of Labor, 200

Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20210. Telephone: (202) 693-

1999.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Events Leading to the Amended Final Rule

    Blood and other potentially infectious materials have long been

recognized as a potential threat to the health of employees who are

exposed to these materials by percutaneous contact (penetration of the

skin). Injuries from contaminated needles and other sharps have been

associated with an increased risk of disease from more than 20

infectious agents (Exs. 3-172GG, 3-274C). The primary agents of concern

in current occupational settings are the human immunodeficiency virus

(HIV), hepatitis B virus (HBV), and hepatitis C virus (HCV).

    To reduce the health risk to workers whose duties involve exposure

to blood or other potentially infectious materials, OSHA promulgated

the Bloodborne Pathogens (BBP) standard (29 CFR 1910.1030) on December

6, 1991 (56 FR 64004). The provisions of the standard were based on the

Agency's determination that a combination of engineering and work

practice controls, personal protective equipment, training, medical

surveillance, hepatitis B vaccination, signs and labels, and other

requirements would minimize the risk of disease transmission.

    Needlesticks and other percutaneous injuries resulting in exposure

to blood or other potentially infectious materials continue to be of

concern due to the high frequency of their occurrence and the severity

of the health effects associated with exposure. The Centers for Disease

Control and Prevention has estimated that healthcare workers in

hospital settings sustain 384,325 percutaneous injuries involving

contaminated sharps annually (Ex. 5-4). When non-hospital healthcare

workers are included, the best estimate of the number of percutaneous

injuries involving contaminated sharps is 590,164 per year (Ex. 3-

172V). When these injuries involve exposure to infectious agents, the

affected workers are at risk of contracting disease. Workers may also

suffer from adverse side effects of drugs used for post-exposure

prophylaxis and from psychological stress due to the threat of

infection following an exposure incident.

    Since publication of the BBP standard, a wide variety of medical

devices have been developed to reduce the risk of needlesticks and

other sharps injuries. These ``safer medical devices'' replace sharps

with non-needle devices or incorporate safety features designed to

reduce the likelihood of injury. In a September 9, 1998, Request for

Information (RFI), OSHA solicited information on occupational exposure

to bloodborne pathogens due to percutaneous injury (63 FR 48250). Based

in part on the responses to the RFI, the Agency has pursued an approach

to minimize the risk of occupational exposure to bloodborne pathogens

that involves three components. First, the Agency proposed that the

revised Recordkeeping standard (29 CFR 1904) include a requirement that

all percutaneous injuries from contaminated needles and other sharps be

recorded on OSHA logs (61 FR 4030). Second, OSHA issued a revised

compliance directive for the BBP standard on November 5, 1999, to

reflect advances made in medical technology and treatment. The

directive guides OSHA's compliance officers in enforcing the standard

and ensures that consistent inspection procedures are followed. Third,

the Agency placed amendment of the bloodborne pathogens standard on its

regulatory agenda to more effectively address sharps injuries.

    Congress was prompted to take action in response to growing concern

over bloodborne pathogen exposures from sharps injuries and in response

to recent technological developments that increase employee protection.

On November 6, 2000, the Needlestick Safety and Prevention Act was

signed into law. The Act directs OSHA to revise the BBP standard in

accordance with specific language included in the Act.

II. Statutory Authority

    On November 6, 2000, President Clinton signed the Needlestick

Safety and Prevention Act, Pub. L. 106-430. The Act requires OSHA to

revise the BBP standard within six months of the Act's enactment. To

facilitate expeditious completion of this directive, Congress

explicitly exempted OSHA from procedural requirements generally

attending rulemaking under OSH Act 6(b) and from the procedural

requirements of the Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 500 et

seq.).

[[Page 5319]]

III. Summary and Explanation

    The revisions to OSHA's BBP standard required under the Needlestick

Safety and Prevention Act can be broadly categorized into four areas:

modification of definitions relating to engineering controls; revision

and updating of the Exposure Control Plan; solicitation of employee

input; and recordkeeping.

    The revised standard adds two additional terms to the definition

section found in paragraph (b) and alters the definition of one other

term. It adds ``Sharps with Engineered Sharps Injury Protections'' and

defines this term as ``a nonneedle sharp or a needle device used for

withdrawing body fluids, accessing a vein or artery, or administering

medications or other fluids, with a built-in safety feature or

mechanism that effectively reduces the risk of an exposure incident.''

This term encompasses a broad array of devices that make injury

involving a contaminated sharp less likely, and includes, but is not

limited to, syringes with a sliding sheath that shields the attached

needle after use; needles that retract into a syringe after use;

shielded or retracting catheters used to access the bloodstream for

intravenous administration of medication or fluids; and intravenous

medication delivery systems that administer medication or fluids

through a catheter port or connector site using a needle that is housed

in a protective covering.

    The revised standard also adds the term ``Needleless Systems,''

which is defined as ``a device that does not use needles for: (A) The

collection of bodily fluids or withdrawal of body fluids after initial

venous or arterial access is established; (B) the administration of

medication or fluids; or (C) any other procedure involving the

potential for occupational exposure to bloodborne pathogens due to

percutaneous injuries from contaminated sharps.'' ``Needleless

Systems'' provide an alternative to needles for the specified

procedures, thereby reducing the risk of percutaneous injury involving

contaminated sharps. Examples of needleless systems include, but are

not limited to, intravenous medication delivery systems that administer

medication or fluids through a catheter port or connector site using a

blunt cannula or other non-needle connection, and jet injection systems

that deliver subcutaneous or intramuscular injections of liquid

medication through the skin without use of a needle.

    The definition of ``Engineering Controls'' has been modified to

include as examples ``safer medical devices, such as sharps with

engineered sharps injury protections and needleless systems.'' This

change clarifies that safer medical devices are considered to be

engineering controls under the standard. The term ``Engineering

Controls'' includes all control measures that isolate or remove a

hazard from the workplace, encompassing not only sharps with engineered

sharps injury protections and needleless systems but also other medical

devices designed to reduce the risk of percutaneous exposure to

bloodborne pathogens. Examples include blunt suture needles and plastic

or mylar-wrapped glass capillary tubes, as well as controls that are

not medical devices, such as sharps disposal containers and biosafety

cabinets.

    The expanded definitions reflect the intent of Congress to have

OSHA amend the BBP standard to clarify

* * * the direction already provided by OSHA in its Compliance

Directive; namely, that employers who have employees with

occupational exposure to bloodborne pathogens must consider and,

where appropriate, use effective engineering controls, including

safer medical devices, in order to reduce the risk of injury from

needlesticks and from other sharp medical instruments * * * (Ex. 5-

3).

Thus, the revised definitions do not reflect any new requirements being

placed on employers with regard to protecting workers from sharps

injuries, but are meant only to clarify the original standard, and to

reflect the development of new safer medical devices since that time.

    Paragraph (c)(1)(iv) of the standard is revised to add new

requirements to the annual review and update of the Exposure Control

Plan. The review and update of the plan is now required to ``(A)

reflect changes in technology that eliminate or reduce exposure to

bloodborne pathogens; and (B) document annually consideration and

implementation of appropriate commercially available and effective

safer medical devices designed to eliminate or minimize occupational

exposure.'' Thus, the additional provisions require that employers, in

their written Exposure Control Plans, account for innovations in

procedure and technological developments that reduce the risk of

exposure incidents. This would include, but would not be limited to,

newly available medical devices designed to reduce the risk of

percutaneous exposure to bloodborne pathogens. Consideration and

implementation of safer medical devices could be documented in the

Exposure Control Plan by describing the safer devices identified as

candidates for adoption; the method or methods used to evaluate devices

and the results of evaluations; and justification for selection

decisions. This information must be updated at least annually.

    The revised Exposure Control Plan requirements make clear that

employers must implement the safer medical devices that are

appropriate, commercially available, and effective. No one medical

device is appropriate in all circumstances of use. For purposes of this

standard, an ``appropriate'' safer medical device includes only devices

whose use, based on reasonable judgment in individual cases, will not

jeopardize patient or employee safety or be medically contraindicated.

Although new devices are being continually introduced, OSHA recognizes

that a safer device may not be available for every situation. If a

safer device is not available in the marketplace, the employer is not

required to develop any such device. Furthermore, the revised

requirements are limited to the safer medical devices that are

considered to be ``effective.'' For purposes of this standard, an

``effective'' safer medical device is a device that, based on

reasonable judgment, will make an exposure incident involving a

contaminated sharp less likely to occur in the application in which it

is used.

    Paragraph (c)(1)(v) of the revised standard now requires that ``An

employer, who is required to establish an Exposure Control Plan shall

solicit input from non-managerial employees responsible for direct

patient care who are potentially exposed to injuries from contaminated

sharps in the identification, evaluation, and selection of effective

engineering and work practice controls and shall document the

solicitation in the Exposure Control Plan.'' This change represents a

new requirement, which is performance-oriented. No specific procedures

for obtaining employee input are prescribed. This provides the employer

with flexibility to solicit employee input in any manner appropriate to

the circumstances of the workplace. A dental office employing two

hygienists, for example, may choose to conduct periodic conversations

to discuss identification, evaluation, and selection of controls. A

large hospital, on the other hand, would likely find that an effective

process for soliciting employee input requires the implementation of

more formal procedures. The solicitation of input required by the

standard requires employers to take reasonable steps to obtain employee

input in the identification, evaluation, and selection of controls.

Methods for soliciting employee input may include
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involvement in informal problem-solving groups; participation in safety

audits, worksite inspections, or exposure incident investigations;

participation in analysis of exposure incident data or in job or

process hazard analysis; participation in the evaluation of devices

through pilot testing; and involvement in a safety and health committee

properly constituted and operated in conformance with the National

Labor Relations Act.

    Employee input can serve to assist the employer in overcoming

obstacles to the successful implementation of control measures. A

number of respondents to the RFI indicated that they encountered some

resistance when new devices required staff members to adopt new

techniques, or when staff members perceived that use of the device

might have an adverse effect on the patient (e.g., Exs. 3-50, 3-79, 3-

99, 3-133). As a way of addressing this resistance, staff involvement

in the selection process can play an important role in the acceptance

and proper use of safer medical devices (e.g., Exs. 3-18, 3-42, 3-56,

3-88, 3-324, 3-355). According to their experience, the participation

of frontline workers can help to overcome the following barriers:

    <BULLET> Safer medical devices often require adjustments in

technique, and a number of respondents noted that staff members are

often reluctant to revise practices to which they have become

accustomed.

    <BULLET> Equipment compatibility problems. With the broad array of

devices being used in healthcare settings, it is critical to ensure

that devices will work together when necessary.

    <BULLET> The need for continued evaluation of devices and the

allotment of sufficient time for adequate device evaluation. After

initial use by employees, some facilities found it necessary to replace

the device originally selected with a more suitable device.

    The Community Health Network (CHN) of San Francisco provides an

example of a safety and health committee with responsibility for sharps

injury prevention (Ex. 5-5). Representatives of both labor and

management serve on the committee, and are provided with access to non-

confidential information regarding bloodborne pathogen exposure

incidents at CHN facilities. The committee is responsible for

establishing criteria for safer devices; overseeing device evaluation

by representative groups of device users; and selecting preferred

devices for purchase. The committee is also responsible for developing

safer alternatives to work practices that are associated with exposure

incidents.

    The concept of involving a team in sharps injury prevention

programs is supported by the American Hospital Association (AHA) in

guidelines to assist hospitals and health systems in developing such

programs (Ex. 5-1). According to AHA, a successful program revolves

around communication, education, training, and collaboration. Among the

specific steps recommended are assembling a multidisciplinary team that

includes representation of frontline workers and departments using

devices; selecting targeted devices for evaluation; pilot-testing of

devices; and collecting data after a device is adopted to evaluate its

impact.

    The standard requires that employers seek input from non-managerial

employees responsible for direct patient care who are potentially

exposed to injuries from contaminated sharps. Employees involved in

administering treatment or performing any procedure in the presence of

an individual receiving care are considered to be involved in direct

patient care. For example, an employee who uses a needled syringe to

collect blood from patients in a nursing home, or an employee who

administers flu vaccinations in a factory employee health unit, would

both be considered to be involved in direct patient care and engaged in

activities that put them at risk of direct exposure due to needlestick

injuries. Employers may also choose to include other employees in the

request for input, such as lab technicians, housekeeping staff,

maintenance workers, and management-level personnel who may be at risk

of injury involving contaminated sharps. An employer who is otherwise

required to establish an Exposure Control Plan under the standard, but

does not have any non-managerial employees responsible for direct

patient care who are potentially exposed to injuries from contaminated

sharps, is not required to solicit employee input with respect to this

provision.

    The revised standard does not require employers to request input

from all potentially exposed employees involved in direct patient care;

however, the employees involved by the employer should represent the

range of exposure situations encountered in the workplace. Input from

employees covered by a collective-bargaining agreement may also be

requested through their authorized bargaining agent.

    The revised standard requires that solicitation of input from

employees be documented in the Exposure Control Plan. Employers can

meet this obligation by identifying the employees who were involved and

describing the process by which input was requested. Employers should

also describe the input obtained with regard to identification,

evaluation, and selection of controls. Evidence that employee input has

been sought can include, for example, meeting minutes, copies of

documents used to request employee participation, or records of

responses received from employees such as reports evaluating the

effectiveness of a safer medical device in trial applications.

    The requirement for solicitation of input from employees has been

designated as paragraph (c)(1)(v) in the revised standard. The

requirement that the Exposure Control Plan be made available to the

Assistant Secretary of Labor for Occupational Safety and Health and the

Director of the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

upon request, previously designated as paragraph (c)(1)(v), has been

moved and is now paragraph (c)(1)(vi) in the revised standard.

    The recordkeeping requirements of the standard at paragraph (h)

have been amended by adding paragraph (h)(5) to require that employers

maintain a sharps injury log to serve as a tool for identifying high

risk areas and evaluating devices. Paragraph (h)(5)(i) now states,

``The employer shall establish and maintain a sharps injury log for the

recording of percutaneous injuries from contaminated sharps. The

information in the sharps injury log shall be recorded and maintained

in such manner as to protect the confidentiality of the injured

employee. The sharps injury log shall contain, at a minimum: (A) The

type and brand of device involved in the incident, (B) the department

or work area where the exposure incident occurred, and (C) an

explanation of how the incident occurred.'' The sharps injury log must

be maintained for the period required by 29 CFR 1904. The requirement

to establish and maintain the log only applies to employers who are

otherwise required to maintain a log of occupational injuries and

illnesses under 29 CFR 1904 (OSHA's Recordkeeping rule).

    The sharps injury log must include the specified minimum

information regarding the device involved (if known), the location of

the incident, and the description of the events that resulted in the

injury. The level of detail presented should be sufficient to allow

ready identification of the device, location, and circumstances

surrounding an exposure incident (e.g.,
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the procedure being performed, the body part affected, objects or

substances involved and how they were involved) so that the intended

evaluation of risk and device effectiveness can be accomplished.

    Information in the sharps injury log must be recorded and

maintained in a manner that protects the privacy of the injured

employee. If data from the log are made available to other parties, any

information that directly identifies an employee (e.g., name, address,

social security number, payroll number) or information that could

reasonably be used to identify indirectly a specific employee (e.g.,

exact age, date of initial employment) must be withheld.

    The format of the sharps injury log is not specified. The employer

is permitted to determine the format in which the log is maintained

(e.g., paper or electronic), and may include information in addition to

that required by the standard, so long as the privacy of injured

workers is protected. The Agency recognizes that many employers already

compile reports of percutaneous exposure incidents in a variety of

ways. Existing mechanisms for collecting these reports will be

considered sufficient to meet the requirements of the standard for

maintaining a sharps injury log, provided that the information gathered

meets the minimum requirements specified in the standard, and the

confidentiality of the injured employee is protected.

    Under newly published revisions to OSHA's Recordkeeping rule (29

CFR 1904), employers are required to record sharps injuries involving

contaminated objects on the OSHA 300 Log of Work-Related Injuries and

Illnesses and the OSHA 301 Injury and Illness Incident Report (the new

forms replace the current 200 and 101 forms). When the revisions become

effective, employers may elect to use the OSHA 300 and 301 forms to

meet the sharps injury log requirements, provided two conditions are

met. First, the employer must enter the type and brand of the device on

either the 300 or 301 form. Second, the employer must maintain the

records in a way that segregates sharps injuries from other types of

work-related injuries and illnesses, or allows sharps injuries to be

easily separated. For example, if OSHA 300 and 301 records are

maintained on a computer, the employer must ensure that the computer is

able to produce a record of sharps injuries that does not include other

types of work-related injuries and illnesses (i.e., through using a

program that allows for sorting of entries by injury type). If records

are kept on paper forms, the employer would need to use a separate page

of the 300 Log for sharps injuries.

    The revisions to the Recordkeeping rule will not become effective

until January 1, 2002, at the earliest, and until then many sharps

injuries involving contaminated objects will not be recordable on the

OSHA log. Therefore, employers must keep a separate sharps log from the

effective date of this rule until the revised Recordkeeping rule

becomes effective.

    These revisions to the BBP standard become effective April 18,

2001. Exposure Control Plans that are reviewed and updated on or after

this effective date must reflect the requirements of the revised

standard. Percutaneous exposure incidents that occur on or after this

effective date must be recorded on the sharps injury log.

    OSHA's BBP standard, including the amendments herein promulgated,

is applicable to general industry and shipyard employment (as

referenced in 29 CFR 1915.1030).

IV. Economic Analysis

Incremental Costs of the Mandated Revisions to the Standard

    OSHA has determined that the total cost of this action is

$33,814,991 per year, and thus, that it is not an economically

significant regulatory action within the meaning of Executive Order

12866. However, the rule is defined as a significant rule under the

Executive Order, and has been reviewed by the Office of Management and

Budget. This amendment to the final standard does not involve any new

engineering requirements to protect workers from sharps injuries, but

it does include two new recordkeeping requirements: First, the amended

standard requires employers to ``establish and maintain a sharps injury

log for the recording of percutaneous injuries * * *'' However, for

recordable needlestick incidents, OSHA already requires employers to

collect much of the information needed for developing such a log under

other rules, the Recording and Reporting Occupational Injuries and

Illnesses regulation (29 CFR 1904) in particular. Moreover, OSHA has

recently published revisions to 29 CFR 1904 that would cover the

remaining, previously nonrecordable needlestick injuries. Second, the

current action requires any employer ``who is required to establish an

Exposure Control Plan'' to ``solicit input from non-managerial

employees responsible for direct patient care who are potentially

exposed to injuries from contaminated sharps in the identification,

evaluation, and selection of effective engineering and work practice

controls and shall document the solicitation in the Exposure Control

Plan.'' The methodology OSHA has used for computing costs for each

requirement of the amended standard is presented in the next two

sections.

Cost of Establishing and Maintaining a Sharps Injury Log

    The rule requires employers to maintain a log for all needlestick

and sharps injuries. At a minimum, the sharps injury log must contain:

``(A) The type and brand of device involved in the incident, (B) the

department or work area where the exposure incident occurred, and (C)

an explanation of how the incident occurred.'' The costs attributable

to the log correspond directly to the number of needlestick and sharps

injuries. The International Health Care Worker Safety Center (IHCWSC)

provides the best available estimate of the number of needlestick

injuries (Ex. 3-172V). IHCWSC has computed that 590,164 needlestick and

sharps injuries occur annually.

    Needlestick and sharps injury cases will require an effort

pertaining to collection of data on the type and brand of device, the

department or work area where the incident occurred, and an explanation

of how the incident occurred. Because the amount of information

required to be collected is limited, OSHA estimates that it will

require an average of five minutes per case (0.08 hours) to collect the

data and enter it onto the separate log. Assuming that the task of

collecting information related to the incident and entry onto the log

will be conducted by an individual with the skill level of a Personnel

Training and Labor Relations Specialist, an hourly wage of $26.32 is

used to compute cost. (The hourly wage for Personnel Training and Labor

Relations Specialist as reported in the Bureau of Labor Statistics

Occupational Employment Statistics Survey is $19.03; benefits are

computed at 38.3 percent of the hourly wage.) Thus, the incremental

annual cost of the separate sharps injury log is:

(590,164 cases)  x  (0.08 hours/case)  x  ($26.32/hour)  $1,294,352.
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    In summary, OSHA estimates that the total annual cost of

maintaining a sharps injury log will be $1,294,352. This estimate is

likely to overstate true costs for at least three reasons. First, for

already recordable incidents, the data needed to maintain a separate

sharps injury log are already collected and entered into a log format

for other purposes, namely for the requirements set forth by 29 CFR

Part 1904. It is unlikely that the data will need to be ``re-entered.''

Instead, businesses are likely to develop procedures for automating the

process or for organizing log information, thereby significantly

reducing the incremental costs associated with this incremental action.

For nonrecordable cases, the data collection required by the

Needlestick Safety and Prevention Act and this revision to the BBP

standard will be required under 29 CFR Part 1904 (once revisions to

Part 1904 become effective), so that the incremental costs associated

with the separate sharps injury log are short-term in nature. Finally,

and perhaps most importantly, the above cost estimate significantly

overstates costs because it includes costs for all establishments in

SIC 80. Under revisions to 29 CFR Part 1904, SICs 801, 802, 803, 804,

807, and 809 are exempted from recordkeeping requirements under Part

1904 and will thus not be required by this amendment to the BBP

standard to keep a needlestick and sharps injury log. This is

potentially significant because SICs 801, 802, 803, 804, 807, and 809

constitute 31 percent of employment for SIC 80, though not necessarily

31 percent of sharps injuries.

Cost of Solicitation of Employee Input

    The cost associated with solicitation of employee input is

comprised of three components: (1) The initial solicitation, conducted

by a manager; (2) the employee response; and (3) documentation of the

solicitation in the Exposure Control Plan.

    The cost of the initial solicitation is likely to vary with

establishment size, number of incidents, and employee interest. The

establishments that will be affected are those that are: (1) Required

to develop an Exposure Control Plan, and (2) have employees who are

involved in direct patient care and who are potentially exposed to

needlestick injuries. The overwhelming majority of such establishments

are in SIC 80, Health Services. County Business Patterns reports that

in 1997 (1997 data are used as the most recent year for which data are

available using the SIC reporting system), there were 502,724

establishments in SIC 80. OSHA estimates that the initial solicitation

or call for employee input will require an average of 15 minutes (0.25

hours) of managerial time. The wage rate of a Medicine and Health Care

Manager is $33.22 per hour, including fringe benefits. (The hourly wage

for a Medicine and Health Care Manager reported in the Bureau of Labor

Statistics Occupational Employment Statistics Survey is $24.02;

benefits are computed at 38.3 percent of the hourly wage.) The

estimated cost of the initial solicitation is:

(502,724 establishments)  x  (0.25 hours/establishment)  x  ($33.22/

hour)  $4,175,080.

    The cost associated with the employee response varies with the

number of employees and the response rate to the initial solicitation.

According to County Business Patterns, there were 11,348,141

individuals employed in SIC 80 in 1997. OSHA estimates that it will

require 15 minutes (0.25 hours) of employee time to respond to the

solicitation and that approximately 33 percent of employees will

respond. Using a wage rate of $25.90 (which is the total hourly

compensation in 1998 for professional specialty and technical employees

in Health Services reported in the Bureau of Labor Statistics

publication Employer Costs for Employee Compensation, 1986-1988), the

estimated costs associated with employee response are:

(11,348,141 employees)  x  (33% response rate)  x  (0.25 hours/

employee)  x  ($25.90/hour)  $24,248,140.

Note that it is implicitly assumed that input is solicited from all

employees. This assumption will result in an overstatement of costs

because the standard requires that input be solicited only from the

fraction of employees who are involved in direct patient care and who

are potentially exposed to needlestick injuries.

    Finally, the revised standard requires that the employer document

the solicitation in the Exposure Control Plan. Because the affected

employers are already required to establish a Plan, the incremental

effort associated with this documentation will be small. OSHA estimates

that it will require only 15 minutes (0.25 hours) of managerial time.

Thus, the total annual cost of documenting the solicitation in the

Exposure Control Plan is estimated to be:

(502,724 establishments)  x  (0.25 hours/establishment)  x  ($33.22/

hour)  $4,175,080.

    In summary, OSHA has estimated the total cost of the solicitation

to be $32,598,300 ($4,175,080 + $24,248,140 + $4,175,080). This

estimate is likely to overstate the cost because employers have several

avenues for achieving this requirement of the standard, many of which

will reduce costs. For example, employers are not required to solicit

input from all employees and could meet the requirement by, for

example, consulting a properly constituted safety committee consisting

of a subset of employees. In fact, recent state legislation has

mandated sharps safety committees in a number of states. In these

situations, the only incremental cost associated with the solicitation

mandated by this amendment to the BBP standard will be documentation of

the solicitation in the Exposure Control Plan.

Total Cost and Cost Per Establishment

    According to the above analysis, the maximum total annual cost of

this action is $33,892,653, consisting of $1,294,352 associated with

maintaining a sharps injury log and $32,598,300 associated with

soliciting and documenting employee input into the Exposure Control

Plan. This amounts to $67 per establishment, per year, which will not

cause significant economic impact on either large or small affected

establishments.

V. Unfunded Mandates

    OSHA has determined that, for the purposes of section 202 of the

Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 1532), this rule does

not include any
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federal mandate that may result in increased expenditures by state,

local, or tribal governments in the aggregate of more than $100

million, or increased expenditures by the private sector of more than

$100 million. Moreover, the Agency has determined that for purposes of

section 203 of the Act, this rule does not significantly or uniquely

affect these entities.

Background

    The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act was enacted in 1995. While much of

the Act is designed to assist the Congress in determining whether its

actions will impose costly new mandates on state, local, and tribal

governments, the Act also includes requirements to assist federal

agencies to make this same determination with respect to regulatory

actions.

Analysis

    As discussed in Section IV, Economic Analysis, this rule will have

incremental costs of $34 million per year, all of which are associated

with maintaining the sharps injury log and soliciting and documenting

employee information. These total costs represent an average cost of

$67 per year per affected establishment. OSHA does not anticipate any

disproportionate budgetary effects upon any particular region of the

nation, or particular state, local or tribal governments, or urban or

rural communities.

VI. Environmental Impacts

    The National Environmental Policy Act requires that ``major Federal

actions significantly affecting the quality of the human environment''

be accompanied by a statement addressing the environmental impact of

the proposed action. (42 U.S.C. 4332(C)) Department of Labor

regulations establish a criteria for determining when an environmental

impact statement is required in a rulemaking proceeding:

    Preparation of an environmental impact statement will always be

required for proposals for promulgation, modification or revocation

of health standards which will significantly affect air, water or

soil quality, plant or animal life, the use of land or other aspects

of the human environment.

29 CFR 11.10 (a)(3)

    OSHA has concluded that no significant environmental impacts would

result from this rulemaking. This final standard expands the universe

of engineering controls permissible for reducing occupational exposure

to bloodborne pathogens. It also widens the scope of Exposure Control

Plan review, requires maintenance of a sharps injury log, and mandates

the solicitation of input from employees on the identification,

evaluation, and selection of effective engineering and work practice

controls. The Agency has not identified any impacts of these

requirements on the environment.

VII. Federalism

    This standard has been reviewed in accordance with the Executive

Order on Federalism (Executive Order 13132, 64 FR 43255, Aug. 10,

1999). The order requires that agencies, to the extent possible,

refrain from limiting state policy options; consult with states prior

to taking actions that would restrict state policy options; and take

such action only when there is clear constitutional authority and the

presence of a problem of national scope. Executive Order 13132 also

provides that agencies shall not promulgate regulations that have

significant Federalism implications and impose substantial direct

compliance costs on state or local governments, unless the agency

consults with state and local officials early in the process of

developing the proposed regulation and provides a summary Federalism

impact statement in the preamble of the final rule. Finally, the Order

provides for preemption of state law only if there is a clear

Congressional intent for the agency to do so, and provides that any

such preemption is to be limited to the extent possible.

    Under Section 6(b) of the Executive Order, an agency is exempt from

state consultation requirements if it is promulgating a regulation that

is required by statute. The amendments to OSHA's BBP standard codified

in this rule were explicitly written by Congress and enacted as Public

Law 106-430. Moreover, Congress clearly intended the revised BBP

standard to have the same legal effect as other standards issued under

6(b) of the Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970. Nonetheless,

OSHA has consulted extensively with those 25 States and territories

that operate OSHA-approved State plans with regard to OSHA policy on

safe needle devices and the requirements of the subject legislation.

    Section 18 of the OSH Act expresses Congress' intent to preempt

state laws relating to issues on which Federal OSHA has promulgated

occupational safety and health standards. Under the OSH Act, a state

can avoid preemption only if it submits, and receives Federal approval

for, a State plan for the development and enforcement of standards.

OSHA-approved State plans operate under authority of State law and must

adopt occupational safety and health standards which, among other

things, must be at least as effective in providing safe and healthful

employment and places of employment as Federal standards.

    In Gade v. National Solid Wastes Management Assoc., the U.S.

Supreme Court reaffirmed the view that Section 18 of the OSH Act

effectively preempts states without approved plans from adopting or

enforcing any laws that directly, substantially, and specifically

regulate occupational safety and health. 505 U.S. 88, 107 (1992).

However, needlestick laws in states without an OSHA-approved State plan

would not be affected to the extent to which they regulate the

occupational safety and health conditions of state or local government

employees (see Section 3(5) of the OSH Act).

VIII. State Plan States

    The 23 states and 2 territories that operate their own federally

approved occupational safety and health plans must adopt a comparable

amended standard within six months of the publication date of a final

Federal OSHA standard. The States and territories with this obligation

include: Alaska, Arizona, California, Connecticut (for State and local

government employees only), Hawaii, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Maryland,

Michigan, Minnesota, Nevada, New Mexico, New York (for State and local

government employees only), North Carolina, Oregon, Puerto Rico, South

Carolina, Tennessee, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, Virgin Islands,

Washington, and Wyoming. Until such time as state and territorial

standards are amended, Federal OSHA will provide interim enforcement

assistance, as appropriate.

IX. Paperwork Reduction Act

    This final rule contains new collection of information (paperwork)

requirements in revisions to the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard

(1910.1030 and 1915.1030) made as a result of the Needlestick Safety

and Prevention Act (Pub. L. 106-430). These new paperwork requirements

are subject to review by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB)

under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (PRA 95), 44 U.S.C. 3501 et

seq., and its regulation at 5 CFR Part 1320. OSHA solicits public

comments concerning its estimate of the burden hours and costs for the

revised paperwork requirements. The Agency will summarize the comments

received and include a summary of them in its request to OMB to approve

the information collection requirements; they will also become a matter

of public record. OSHA seeks this information as part of its continuing

effort to reduce
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paperwork and respondent burden. The information helps to ensure that

requested data can be provided in the desired format, reporting burden

(time and financial resources) is minimized, collection instruments are

clearly understood, and the impact of collection requirements on

respondents can be properly assessed.

    The Needlestick Safety and Prevention Act requires employers, who

have exposure control plans in accordance with Sec. 1910.1030

(c)(1)(iv), ``to review and update such plans to reflect changes in

technology that eliminate or reduce exposure to bloodborne pathogens.''

The exposure control plan must also ``document consideration and

implementation of appropriate commercially available and effective

safer medical devices designed to eliminate or minimize occupational

exposure.'' Employers required to have exposure control plans must also

``solicit input from non-managerial employees responsible for direct

patient care who are potentially exposed to injuries from contaminated

sharps in the identification, evaluation, and selection of effective

engineering and work practice controls and shall document the

solicitation in the Exposure Control Plan.''

    The Needlestick Safety and Prevention Act also requires employers,

who currently maintain a log of occupational injuries and illnesses

under 29 CFR 1904, to ``establish and maintain a sharps injury log for

the recording of percutaneous injuries from contaminated sharps.'' The

information in the sharps injury log must be recorded and maintained so

that the confidentiality of the injured worker is protected. The log

must contain at least the following information: ``(A) the type and

brand of device involved in the incident; (B) the department or work

area where the exposure incident occurred; and (C) an explanation of

how the incident occurred.''

    Respondents are not required to comply with collection of

information (paperwork) requirements unless a currently valid OMB

control number is displayed (Sec. 1320.5 (b)(2)(i)). OSHA will publish

the OMB control number as soon as it receives approval on its ICR for

the revised collections. A copy of the Agency's revised ICR for the BBP

standard is available for inspection and copying as part of Docket

ICR1218-0180(2000) in the OSHA Docket Office, U.S. Department of Labor,

Room N-2625, 200 Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20210, or you

may request a mailed copy by telephoning Todd Owen at (202) 693-2444.

    Comments on the ICR should be submitted to the Docket Office,

Docket Number ICR-0180 (2001), OSHA, U.S. Department of Labor, Room N-

2625, 200 Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20210, telephone:

(202) 693-2350. Commenters may transmit written comments of 10 pages or

less in length by facsimile to (202) 693-1648.

    The Department and OMB are particularly interested in comments that

    <BULLET> Evaluate whether the proposed collection of information is

necessary for the proper performance of the functions of the agency,

including whether the information will have practical utility;

    <BULLET> Evaluate the accuracy of the Agency's estimate of the

burden of the proposed collection of information, including the

validity of the methodology and assumptions used;

    <BULLET> Enhance the quality, utility, and clarity of the

information to be collected; and

    <BULLET> Minimize the burden of the collection of information on

those who are to respond, including through the use of appropriate

automated, electronic, mechanical, or other technological collection

techniques or other forms of information technology, e.g., permitting

electronic submission of responses.

    Title: Bloodborne Pathogens standard (29 CFR 1910.1030).

    OMB Number: 1218-0180 (Revision).

    Frequency: Employers must: annually review their exposure control

plans; initially establish and maintain a sharps injury log; as

necessary, make injury recordings in the log; and solicit input from

non-managerial employees.

    Affected Public: The respondents are those employers that must

maintain an exposure control plan, and employers who are required to

maintain a log of occupational injuries and illnesses under 29 CFR part

1904.

    Total Respondents: 502,724 establishments.

    Average time per response: Three to five minutes for employers to

record needlestick incidents; fifteen minutes for employers to solicit

non-managerial employees on effective engineering and work practice

controls; fifteen minutes for employers to modify their existing

exposure control plans.

    Estimated Burden Hours: 49,180 hours for employers to log

needlestick incidents; 125,681 hours for employers to solicit non-

managerial employees; and 125,681 hours for employers to update

existing exposure control plans.

    Estimated Cost (Operation and Maintenance): 0.

X. Authority and Signature

    This document was prepared under the direction of Charles N.

Jeffress, Assistant Secretary of Labor for Occupational Safety and

Health, U.S. Department of Labor, 200 Constitution Avenue, NW.,

Washington, DC 20210.

    Accordingly, pursuant to sections 4, 6, and 8 of the Occupational

Safety and Health Act of 1970 (29 U.S.C. 653, 655, 657) and the

Needlestick Safety and Prevention Act (Pub. L. 106-430, 114 Stat. 1901,

November 6, 2000); and Secretary of Labor's Order No. 3-2000 (65 FR

50017), 29 CFR part 1910 is amended as set forth below.

List of Subjects in 29 CFR Part 1910

    Blood, Blood diseases, Health, Healthcare, Hepatitis B virus,

Hepatitis C virus, Hospitals, Human immunodeficiency virus,

Needlestick, Occupational safety and health, Sharps injury.

    Signed at Washington, DC, this 10th day of January 2001.

Charles N. Jeffress,

Assistant Secretary of Labor for Occupational Safety and Health.

XI. Amended Final Rule and Appendix

    The Occupational Safety and Health Administration is amending part

1910 of title 29 of the Code of Federal Regulations as follows:

PART 1910--OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH STANDARDS

    1. The authority citation for 29 CFR part 1910, subpart Z, is

revised to read as follows:

    Authority: Sections 4, 6, and 8 of the Occupational Safety and

Health Act of 1970 (29 U.S.C. 653, 655, 657); Secretary of Labor's

Order No. 12-71 (36 FR 8754), 8-76 (41 FR 25059), 9-83 (48 FR

35736), 1-90 (55 FR 9033), 6-96 (62 FR 111), or 3-2000 (65 FR

50017), as applicable; and 29 CFR part 1911.

    All of subpart Z issued under Sec. 6(b) of the Occupational

Safety and Health Act, except those substances that have exposure

limits listed in Tables Z-1, Z-2, and Z-3 of 29 CFR 1910.1000. The

latter were issued under Sec. 6(a) (29 U.S.C. 655(a)).

    Section 1910.1000, Tables Z-1, Z-2 and Z-3 also issued under 5

U.S.C. 553, Section 1910.1000 Tables Z-1, Z-2, and Z-3 not issued

under 29 CFR part 1911 except for the arsenic (organic compounds),

benzene, and cotton dust listings.

    Section 1910.1001 also issued under section 107 of the Contract

Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.S.C. 333) and 5 U.S.C.

553.

    Section 1910.1002 not issued under 29 U.S.C. 655 or 29 CFR part

1911; also issued under 5 U.S.C. 553.

    Sections 1910.1018, 1910.1029 and 1910.1200 are also issued

under 29 U.S.C. 653.
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    Section 1910.1030 is also issued under Pub. L. 106-430, 114

Stat. 1901.

* * * * *

    2. Section 1910.1030 is amended as follows:

    A. In Sec. 1910.1030, paragraph (b), the definition for

``Engineering Controls'' is revised and definitions are added in

alphabetical order to read as set forth below:

    B. Paragraph (c)(1)(iv) is revised to read as set forth below:

    C. Paragraph (c)(1)(v) is redesignated paragraph (c)(1)(vi), and a

new paragraph (c)(1)(v) is added to read as set forth below:

    D. A new paragraph (h)(5) is added to read as set forth below:

Sec. 1910.1030  Bloodborne pathogens.

* * * * *

    (b) * * *

    Engineering controls means controls (e.g., sharps disposal

containers, self-sheathing needles, safer medical devices, such as

sharps with engineered sharps injury protections and needleless

systems) that isolate or remove the bloodborne pathogens hazard from

the workplace.

* * * * *

    Needleless systems means a device that does not use needles for:

    (1) The collection of bodily fluids or withdrawal of body fluids

after initial venous or arterial access is established;

    (2) The administration of medication or fluids; or

    (3) Any other procedure involving the potential for occupational

exposure to bloodborne pathogens due to percutaneous injuries from

contaminated sharps.

* * * * *

    Sharps with engineered sharps injury protections means a nonneedle

sharp or a needle device used for withdrawing body fluids, accessing a

vein or artery, or administering medications or other fluids, with a

built-in safety feature or mechanism that effectively reduces the risk

of an exposure incident.

* * * * *

    (c) * * *

    (1) * * *

    (iv) The Exposure Control Plan shall be reviewed and updated at

least annually and whenever necessary to reflect new or modified tasks

and procedures which affect occupational exposure and to reflect new or

revised employee positions with occupational exposure. The review and

update of such plans shall also:

    (A) Reflect changes in technology that eliminate or reduce exposure

to bloodborne pathogens; and

    (B) Document annually consideration and implementation of

appropriate commercially available and effective safer medical devices

designed to eliminate or minimize occupational exposure.

    (v) An employer, who is required to establish an Exposure Control

Plan shall solicit input from non-managerial employees responsible for

direct patient care who are potentially exposed to injuries from

contaminated sharps in the identification, evaluation, and selection of

effective engineering and work practice controls and shall document the

solicitation in the Exposure Control Plan.

* * * * *

    (h) * * *

    (5) Sharps injury log. (i) The employer shall establish and

maintain a sharps injury log for the recording of percutaneous injuries

from contaminated sharps. The information in the sharps injury log

shall be recorded and maintained in such manner as to protect the

confidentiality of the injured employee. The sharps injury log shall

contain, at a minimum:

    (A) The type and brand of device involved in the incident,

    (B) The department or work area where the exposure incident

occurred, and

    (C) An explanation of how the incident occurred.

    (ii) The requirement to establish and maintain a sharps injury log

shall apply to any employer who is required to maintain a log of

occupational injuries and illnesses under 29 CFR 1904.

    (iii) The sharps injury log shall be maintained for the period

required by 29 CFR 1904.6.
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Date:         Fri, 19 Jan 2001 12:05:23 -0500

Reply-To:     mkinsey@mriresearch.org

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Melina Kinsey <mkinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Class III BSC

In-Reply-To:  <11383712C901D411AE0F00B0D0219A21481BAD@MRIFL_EXCH>
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I received some very good questions regarding my post to the group.  These

questions made me realize that I needed to make my request clearer in order

to get feedback.  (I forgot that I am not the only one that is unable to

read minds.)

To clarify;

1.  Following a risk assessment conducted by our researcher, Biosafety

committee, and myself, we concluded this work requires the use of a Class

III due to the organism and the toxin it produces (am not at liberty to say

anymore about type of work or organism).  We feel the work should be in a

Class III that has HEPA filtration, charcoal filtration, dunk tanks or

autoclave, and formaldehyde decontamination capabilities.  The work may

involve quantities of 10 liters with a high titer/concentration of organism.

2.  Our BSL-3 lab was designed to handle the addition of a Class III BSC.

The port to the exhaust is already there we will just have to connect.

3.  I need your advice on where to find one of these things.  Which company

would you recommend or not recommend and why?

4.  If you have and use a Class III, what are the operations and work

practices you have in place?  Type of training provided?

5.  Are there any reconditioned Class III's out there that might fit our

needs?

Thanks for your help.

Melina Kinsey

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Melina Kinsey [mailto:mkinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG]

> Sent: Friday, January 19, 2001 10:58 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Class III BSC

>

>

> Hi all!

>

> I am looking for information on Class III BSC's.  We have a researcher

> proposing work that involves large quantities (10 liters) of

> a BSL3 pathogen

> (in our BSL-3 lab).  Our Biosafety committee will not

> consider this proposal

> until we have a Class III BSC.  Any of you that have Class

> III's that can

> give me advise, whether it be good, bad or ugly, would be greatly

> appreciated.

>

> Thanks.

>

> Melina Kinsey

> Safety Officer

> Midwest Research Institute

> Florida Division

> 1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

> Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

> mkinsey@mriresearch.org

> (321) 723-4547 ext. 404

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jim Reiman <JREIMAN343@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: BIOSAFTY Digest - 17 Jan 2001 to 18 Jan 2001 (#2001-15)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_c5.d399b90.279a4afc_boundary"

--part1_c5.d399b90.279a4afc_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Emergency Power & BSC's

Since BSC's are a primary barrier, they need to be on Emergency Power to give

users time to close & shut down work in progress.

Fume Hoods often will provide "stack velocity" (40 fpm, depending on the

system) This may or may not provide adequate close up time depending on the

work involved, but when power goes off BSC's go down in 15-30 seconds. The

blowers spin down and that's it for the airflow's.

Jim Reiman

jreiman343@aol.com
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Date:         Wed, 24 Jan 2001 13:55:49 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Eric Hansen <ehansen@CC.USU.EDU>

Subject:      Autoclave consultant

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

I am working to obtain funding to establish an autoclave program and want an

outside party to come and perform an assessment of the autoclaves on our

campus.  We would like an evaluation of condition, future needs of the

autoclaves, possible repair cost, etc.  Please contact me if you or someone

you know has the capability to do such work.  Thanks.

Eric J. Hansen, CIH

Training Manager/Biosafety Officer

Utah State University

Logan, Utah

435-797-1053

ehansen@usu.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jim Kaufman <Labsafe@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Operations Assistant Position

MIME-Version: 1.0
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              boundary="part1_84.10825284.27a0ca90_boundary"

--part1_84.10825284.27a0ca90_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The Laboratory Safety Institute has an immediate opening for a part-time

Operations Assistant.  This position is for Wednesdays and Fridays with the

possibility for additional days in the future.

The Operations Assistant is responsible for the office clerical and

secretarial projects.  These projects involve telephone, fax, copier, binder,

folder, postage meter and computer use.

Compensation includes wages in the range of $9-11 per hour (depending upon

experience) and a surprisingly wide range of benefits.

Interested persons should contact Ana Adams (LSIAdams@aol.com), Operations

Manager, for more information.  Resumes should be emailed, faxed or mailed to

her attention.

The Laboratory Safety Institute is the nation's only nonprofit organization

dedicated to safety in science education.  Our mission is to make health and

safety an integral and important part of science education.  We looking for

applicants who believe in our mission, hard work, doing more than expected

and would like to help create an enjoyable work environment.

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

Laboratory Safety Institute

Safety in Science and Science Education

192 Worcester Road, Natick, MA 01760-2252

508-647-1900  Fax: 508-647-0062  Cell: 508-574-6264

Email: labsafe@aol.com  Website: www.labsafety.org
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Date:         Thu, 25 Jan 2001 09:37:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Steve Kridel <kride001@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Autoclave consultant

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Hi Eric...Determine the make and model of the autoclaves. The manufacturers will

send reps to evaluate.

Other option; see if you can find a maintenance mechanic on the Univ. staff who

might have had previous experience w/sterilizers.

Eric Hansen <ehansen@CC.USU.EDU> on 01/24/2001 03:55:49 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Date:         Thu, 25 Jan 2001 11:10:50 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy McQuinn <andy@PICOMPLY.COM>

Subject:      Database Validation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello,

Does anyone have an example for a FDA computer database validation program

they would be willing to share with us?  Or, where I can get additional

information about database validation for new software programs.

Andy McQuinn

Tel: (919) 468-0333

Fax: (919) 468-0311
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Date:         Thu, 25 Jan 2001 20:25:16 -0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Teresa Stimpfel, MS, CIH, CSP" <terystim@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Animals and needles

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Hi List

In light of the new rule on sharps devices with safety features, do you have

a recommendation for a syringe unit to be used with mice and other small

animals?

Thanks

Terry Stimpfel

UMDNJ

732-235-9370

732-235-9371 fax

_________________________________________________________________

Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com
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Date:         Thu, 25 Jan 2001 14:40:31 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gordon, Deborah" <gordon@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Animals and needles

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi Teresa,

        I am very interested in this subject.  Would you please summarize

any

        response that you get and forward them to me.

        Thanks

        Deborah Gordon

        Southern Research Institute

        gordon@sri.org

        205-581-2417

        205-581-2200 fax

> ----------

> From:         Teresa Stimpfel, MS, CIH, CSP[SMTP:terystim@hotmail.com]

> Sent:         Thursday, January 25, 2001 2:25 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Animals and needles

>

> Hi List

> In light of the new rule on sharps devices with safety features, do you

> have

> a recommendation for a syringe unit to be used with mice and other small

> animals?

> Thanks

> Terry Stimpfel

> UMDNJ

> 732-235-9370

> 732-235-9371 fax

> _________________________________________________________________

> Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com

>
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Date:         Thu, 25 Jan 2001 16:46:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Animals and needles

MIME-Version: 1.0
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>I am very interested in this subject.  Would you please summarize

>any response that you get and forward them to me.

Me too! And if anyone can report on their EXPERIENCES with safer needle

designs in small animal research, that would really be terrific!

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com <mailto:Rnorman@bioreliance.com>

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Date:         Fri, 26 Jan 2001 08:48:34 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Animals and needles

In-Reply-To:  <F233bmspH2q6DqaJY4k00000059@hotmail.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Terry -

I think you'll find the sheathing devices to be the most generally

adaptable for lab and other miscellaneous non-clinical purposes.  They meet

the new standard, can be widely used and some even allow folks to use up

old non-safety syringes.  One of the easiest to adopt is Needle-Pro, made

by Sims-Portex and also Terumo, under license.  Also, the BD and MonoJect

sheathables, which have been around for over a decade, are good, and the

MonoJect allows reuse after interim sheathing because the sheath lock

doesn't occur until the syringe barrel is rotated 90 degrees.  A good place

to look for these devices is the California List of Needleless Systems and

Needles With Engineered Sharps Injury Protection, available at

http://table.jps.net/%7Ejcone/disclaimer.html.

Small animal applicaitons may require small syringes and about the smallest

sheathing syringe I'vve seen yet is a 1.0 ml tuberculin.  However, the

Needle-Pro is only concerned with needle length, not syringe size, and thus

may be more widely adaptable for small animal use.

Hope this info helps.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

================================================================

At 08:25 PM 1/25/01 -0000, you wrote:

>Hi List

>In light of the new rule on sharps devices with safety features, do you have

>a recommendation for a syringe unit to be used with mice and other small

>animals?

>Thanks

>Terry Stimpfel

>UMDNJ

>732-235-9370

>732-235-9371 fax

>_________________________________________________________________

>Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      In-room HEPA filtering system

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.3.32.20010126084834.007ebb40@aviron.com>
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi all,

We are concerned about ventilation in our autopsy room.  It is not negative

pressure, and the existing building HVAC system will probably not allow us

to change that.

We are considering adding an in-room HEPA filtering system.  Has anyone had

any experience with these that would be powerful enough to handle a large

room?  What about downdraft autopsy tables?

Any leads on vendors would be appreciated.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu
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Date:         Fri, 26 Jan 2001 11:26:36 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Giles, Carol A." <cgiles@ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: In-room HEPA filtering system

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Why not consider the rehab of the HVAC system, if you are considering HEPA

filters, anyway?  It would be best to keep the potential pathogens and

formaldehyde or other chemical or biological odors moving out of the autopsy

room to the outside rather than out in the hallway and neighboring areas.

The ASHRAE manuals and the ACGIH Ventilation Manual might have

recommendations, including downdraft tables.  There was a fair bit written

on this topic when I worked in a hospital.  You might consider using a

mechanical engineer with related experience for such a project.

Carol A. Giles, MPH, CIH

Argonne National Laboratory

Argonne, IL 60439

email: cgiles@anl.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Cockburn [mailto:acockbur@WVU.EDU]

Sent: January 26, 2001 11:16 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: In-room HEPA filtering system

Hi all,

We are concerned about ventilation in our autopsy room.  It is not negative

pressure, and the existing building HVAC system will probably not allow us

to change that.

We are considering adding an in-room HEPA filtering system.  Has anyone had

any experience with these that would be powerful enough to handle a large

room?  What about downdraft autopsy tables?

Any leads on vendors would be appreciated.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu
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Date:         Fri, 26 Jan 2001 10:23:39 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Hanley <Bruce.Hanley@EHS.UCSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: In-room HEPA filtering system

In-Reply-To:  <009e01c087bb$b7e8df20$e755b69d@afc1.hsc.wvu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Andrew,

Animal autopsy, right?  We have a new down draft table going in soon,

and I requested exposure assessment results for the unit we bought.

They indicate that the table is health protective for gas phase

contaminants (formaldehyde, phenol, maybe anasthetic gases), but the

measurements were performed without any animal carcasses on the table.

Obviously, the animals will affect the ventilation performance

significantly.  That being said, there probably aren't any practical

alternatives, and they are far better than nothing.  They also have

fluid collection systems.  Our vendor is TBJ (tbjinc.com), and I did

see some 3 sided slot hood looking things on the website that probably

have both improved capture characteristics and a much higher price tag.

I suspect that all brands work fairly well.

Good luck,

Bruce

On Fri, 26 Jan 2001 12:16:27 -0500 Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

wrote:

> Hi all,

>

> We are concerned about ventilation in our autopsy room.  It is not negative

> pressure, and the existing building HVAC system will probably not allow us

> to change that.

>

> We are considering adding an in-room HEPA filtering system.  Has anyone had

> any experience with these that would be powerful enough to handle a large

> room?  What about downdraft autopsy tables?

>

> Any leads on vendors would be appreciated.

>

> Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

> West Virginia University

> Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

> Telephone: 304-293-7157

> FAX:       304-293-4529

> Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

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

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <jpointer@MAIL.MDANDERSON.ORG>

Subject:      Re: In-room HEPA filtering system

Mime-Version: 1.0
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We've had to retrofit all kinds of areas in older buildings, that had inadequate

ventilation.  The options are too numerous to list here but the formaldehyde

fumes problem can not be addressed with non-exhausted in-room HEPA filtration

units.  Large autopsy or other large areas require very large HEPA units of 600

CFM and larger to do any good on particulates in a large room.  They are noisy.

But we have used them in clinic treatment rooms, animal treatment rooms, ORs,

Asbestos remediation areas, Aerosol drug administration rooms, Necropsy areas

and TB rooms.  If there is access to an exterior wall on to a roof top we have

even vented out of windows through HEPAs in patient isolation rooms.  We have

also vented through HEPA units into common recirculated exhaust plenums, making

the room negative pressure.  But if you did that in an autopsy room you would be

recircualting formadehyde fumes - and that wouldn't be good.

Our experience with charcoal filtration units for vapors, is that they are not

too useful and difficult to maintain and quality quality is poor, because

rapidly spent charcoal beds are expensive/difficult to monitor.  Down draft

autopsy tables must be vented outside too - to get rid of formaldehyde fumes.

But you can get rid of generated particulates (microbes and powdered or liquid

non-volatile chemical mists) via HEPAs without outside exhaust with enough

recirc filtration volume.  You have to do calculations on theoretical releases

to size them right.  You need a HVAC engineer who knows what they are talking

about.  and don't forget to do noise calculations too.  Noise is proportional to

the 5th power of the RPMs (revolutions per minute of the fan) .  Keep fan tip

speed at less than 6000 ft/min.

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

UT MD Anderson Cancer Center

Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU> on 01/26/2001 11:16:27 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

Subject:  In-room HEPA filtering system

Hi all,

We are concerned about ventilation in our autopsy room.  It is not negative

pressure, and the existing building HVAC system will probably not allow us

to change that.

We are considering adding an in-room HEPA filtering system.  Has anyone had

any experience with these that would be powerful enough to handle a large

room?  What about downdraft autopsy tables?

Any leads on vendors would be appreciated.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 28 Jan 2001 22:33:25 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jim Reiman <JREIMAN343@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: BIOSAFTY Digest - 25 Jan 2001 to 26 Jan 2001 (#2001-22)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_e2.faa61c1.27a63e85_boundary"

--part1_e2.faa61c1.27a63e85_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Animal Autopsy

I agree concerning the rehab of the ventilation system. Recalculating within

the zone will do very little for gas phase protection no matter what kind of

filters are installed. (See ANSI z9, Lab ventilation standard on carbon

filters, Not recommended)

You will need replacement air in the neighborhood of at least 15-20 air

changes per hour to keep exposures down.

Jim Reiman

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 08:51:43 -0500

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      EPA-Disinfectant Lists

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------B4925FBC05592A3E9A96FF4A"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------B4925FBC05592A3E9A96FF4A

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Changed jobs recently and I 'lost' my e-bookmark for the EPA lists.  Can

anyone get me to the home page for that info.

Thank you.

--------------B4925FBC05592A3E9A96FF4A

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;-752

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------B4925FBC05592A3E9A96FF4A--

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 09:49:17 -0500

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      thank you

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------9288AFDCA3A051015D4EDD81"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------9288AFDCA3A051015D4EDD81

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thank you all for the EPA web-site for disinfectants.

Paul

--------------9288AFDCA3A051015D4EDD81

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;-752

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------9288AFDCA3A051015D4EDD81--

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 10:01:36 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Senjem, David H." <senjem.david@MAYO.EDU>

Subject:      Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Has anyone had occasion to develop written versions of Biosafety Level 2+

guidelines (BSL2 with BSL3 practices) for either or both laboratory and

animial environments?

Thanks,

David H. Senjem

Mayo Clinic

Senjem.david@mayo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 12:09:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      Consultants -in the DE area

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I am looking for a consultant or a temp employee to assist my group while I

am out on maternity leave in May.  The time from will be about 3 months.

Does anyone know of a safety service that is available in the Wilmington DE

area or surrounding area (PA,NJ,MD) that can help out?

Thanks!

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 11:26:26 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <jpointer@MAIL.MDANDERSON.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

We use the + to designate any specific facilities, practices, medical

surveillance or equipment in addition to those outlined in CDC and NIH

guidelines.  The "+" is specific to each protocol in our case, and it is

stipulated on the IBC registration in the form of contingencies for that

protocol.  There is no standard verbage.

"Senjem, David H." <senjem.david@MAYO.EDU> on 01/29/2001 10:01:36 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

Subject:  Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

Has anyone had occasion to develop written versions of Biosafety Level 2+

guidelines (BSL2 with BSL3 practices) for either or both laboratory and

animial environments?

Thanks,

David H. Senjem

Mayo Clinic

Senjem.david@mayo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 09:51:56 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

In-Reply-To:  <F4F5817FBC55D31192B900A0C9D8B80204978E5A@excsrv04.mayo.edu >

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

David -

The "+" notation in reference to biosafety levels is NOT standardized and

you will not find it described as such in biosafety publications.  It is

used by many people in the context of their own specific operations.

While in a very generic sense, it refers to an elevation of the

referenced biosafety level, just what this means is dependent upon the

situation.  I suggest that you define what <underline>you</underline>

mean by "BSL2+" at your institution and under your specific

circumstances, and make it clear in your definition that it applies only

to you and yours.  We've had many knock-down-drag-out discussions about

this at ABSA meetings and there appears to be little support for making a

standard definition for the "+" that everyone can use across the board.

Those who use it prefer to do so in their own limited contexts.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director, EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857

=======================================================================

At 10:01 AM 1/29/01 -0600, you wrote:

>Has anyone had occasion to develop written versions of Biosafety Level

2+

>guidelines (BSL2 with BSL3 practices) for either or both laboratory

and

>animial environments?

>

>Thanks,

>

>David H. Senjem

>Mayo Clinic

>Senjem.david@mayo.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 13:05:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

The original context for 2+ was to follow BSL3 procedures and practices in a

BSL 2 facility. They were originally presented to the Boston and Cambridge

Biosafety Committees. These were committees created by Ordinances enacted by

the Cambridge and Boston City Councils in response to recombinant DNA

research activity. Then original intent was to facilitate research on AIDS.

The BSL 2+ was deemed approprite because AIDS epidemiology indicated that

the deisease was not transmitted by an aerosol route. At that time, neither

Lynn or I believed that 2+ was appropriate for organism which posed an

aerosol risk.

The first printed reference to BSL2+ can be found in a chapter that Lynn

Harding and I wrote that appeared in the Biohazard Management Handbook which

I developed for Marcel Dekker Press in 1986.

Dan Liberman

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Glenn Funk

> Sent: Monday, January 29, 2001 12:52 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

>

> David -

>

> The "+" notation in reference to biosafety levels is NOT standardized and

> you will not find it described as such in biosafety publications.  It is

> used by many people in the context of their own specific operations. While

> in a very generic sense, it refers to an elevation of the referenced

> biosafety level, just what this means is dependent upon the situation.  I

> suggest that you define what you mean by "BSL2+" at your institution and

> under your specific circumstances, and make it clear in your definition

> that it applies only to you and yours.  We've had many knock-down-drag-out

> discussions about this at ABSA meetings and there appears to be little

> support for making a standard definition for the "+" that everyone can use

> across the board. Those who use it prefer to do so in their own limited

> contexts.

>

> -- Glenn

>

> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> Director, EH&S

> Aviron

> 408-845-8857

>

> =======================================================================

>

> At 10:01 AM 1/29/01 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has anyone had occasion to develop written versions of Biosafety Level 2+

>

> >guidelines (BSL2 with BSL3 practices) for either or both laboratory and

> >animial environments?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >David H. Senjem

> >Mayo Clinic

> >Senjem.david@mayo.edu

> 

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 13:27:59 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="windows-1252"

Dan and Listmembers,

Please no more plussess

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, January 29, 2001 1:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

The original context for 2+ was to follow BSL3 procedures and practices in a

BSL 2 facility. They were originally presented to the Boston and Cambridge

Biosafety Committees. These were committees created by Ordinances enacted by

the Cambridge and Boston City Councils in response to recombinant DNA

research activity. Then original intent was to facilitate research on AIDS.

The BSL 2+ was deemed approprite because AIDS epidemiology indicated that

the deisease was not transmitted by an aerosol route. At that time, neither

Lynn or I believed that 2+ was appropriate for organism which posed an

aerosol risk.

The first printed reference to BSL2+ can be found in a chapter that Lynn

Harding and I wrote that appeared in the Biohazard Management Handbook which

I developed for Marcel Dekker Press in 1986.

Dan Liberman

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Glenn Funk

> Sent: Monday, January 29, 2001 12:52 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

>

> David -

>

> The "+" notation in reference to biosafety levels is NOT standardized and

> you will not find it described as such in biosafety publications.  It is

> used by many people in the context of their own specific operations. While

> in a very generic sense, it refers to an elevation of the referenced

> biosafety level, just what this means is dependent upon the situation.  I

> suggest that you define what you mean by "BSL2+" at your institution and

> under your specific circumstances, and make it clear in your definition

> that it applies only to you and yours.  We've had many knock-down-drag-out

> discussions about this at ABSA meetings and there appears to be little

> support for making a standard definition for the "+" that everyone can use

> across the board. Those who use it prefer to do so in their own limited

> contexts.

>

> -- Glenn

>

> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> Director, EH&S

> Aviron

> 408-845-8857

>

> =======================================================================

>

> At 10:01 AM 1/29/01 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has anyone had occasion to develop written versions of Biosafety Level 2+

>

> >guidelines (BSL2 with BSL3 practices) for either or both laboratory and

> >animial environments?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >David H. Senjem

> >Mayo Clinic

> >Senjem.david@mayo.edu

> >

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 13:51:08 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharon Rose <Shash1313@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Consultants -in the DE area

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_68.b8f480c.27a7159c_boundary"

--part1_68.b8f480c.27a7159c_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Try Cocciardi and associates INC

       Mechanicsburg PA 17055

www.cocciardi.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 13:14:28 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Senjem, David H." <senjem.david@MAYO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Ms. Pointer:

Thank you sincerely for your informative note.   I think I understand your

approach and tend to like it.  Sounds like your IBC would approve a protocol

at such and such a BSL and add to that approval any specific additional

conditions deemed to be appropriate.  A little more work for the BSO and the

IBC but probably a better overall approach.

Thanks again,

Dave Senjem

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Judy Pointer [SMTP:jpointer@MAIL.MDANDERSON.ORG]

        Sent:   Monday, January 29, 2001 11:26 AM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

        We use the + to designate any specific facilities, practices,

medical

        surveillance or equipment in addition to those outlined in CDC and

NIH

        guidelines.  The "+" is specific to each protocol in our case, and

it is

        stipulated on the IBC registration in the form of contingencies for

that

        protocol.  There is no standard verbage.

        "Senjem, David H." <senjem.david@MAYO.EDU> on 01/29/2001 10:01:36 AM

        Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

<BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

        To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

        Subject:  Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

        Has anyone had occasion to develop written versions of Biosafety

Level 2+

        guidelines (BSL2 with BSL3 practices) for either or both laboratory

and

        animial environments?

        Thanks,

        David H. Senjem

        Mayo Clinic

        Senjem.david@mayo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 14:57:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dick,

BSL2+ served a very valuable role 18-20 years ago.  A time when there were

few BSL 3 facilities and a growing number of patients with a very unusual

disease. The creation of 2 plus allowed hospitals in Boston and Cambridge

(and subsequently elsewhere) to handle specimens from these patients and at

the same time provided a frame-work under which research on this disease

would be permitted in Boston,  Cambridge, etc.

Currently, IBCs have the perogative to determine the appropriate containment

for work at their institution for those activities that fall outside the

neat lines established by NIH and CDC.

        Dan Liberman

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 14:50:49 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Senjem, David H." <senjem.david@MAYO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

List Members;

Sir Gilpin's comments seem suggest he is not terribly interested in the

BSL2+ query I posted.  For that I apologize.  That said, I would simply ask

that he use his delete key in the event others among you have thoughts you'd

be willing to share publicly.  If not, please send them privately.  To be

sure, the purpose of my query was to gain a few wholesome insights from

biosafety compatriots on a subject that periodically surfaces within our

IBC.  The  "behind the scenes" emails I have gotten on this matter seems to

indicate this question interests others.  Regardless of how anyone feels

personally on the merits of "plusses",  I would suggest that life is real

and some IBC's may occasionally find themselves in situations where BSL2

seems inadequate and BSL3 excessive.  Special thanks to those list members

who kindly offered feedback, both private and public.

Dave Senjem

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Dan Liberman [SMTP:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

        Sent:   Monday, January 29, 2001 12:06 PM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

        The original context for 2+ was to follow BSL3 procedures and

practices in a

        BSL 2 facility. They were originally presented to the Boston and

Cambridge

        Biosafety Committees. These were committees created by Ordinances

enacted by

        the Cambridge and Boston City Councils in response to recombinant

DNA

        research activity. Then original intent was to facilitate research

on AIDS.

        The BSL 2+ was deemed approprite because AIDS epidemiology indicated

that

        the deisease was not transmitted by an aerosol route. At that time,

neither

        Lynn or I believed that 2+ was appropriate for organism which posed

an

        aerosol risk.

        The first printed reference to BSL2+ can be found in a chapter that

Lynn

        Harding and I wrote that appeared in the Biohazard Management

Handbook which

        I developed for Marcel Dekker Press in 1986.

        Dan Liberman

        > -----Original Message-----

        > From: Glenn Funk

        > Sent: Monday, January 29, 2001 12:52 PM

        > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        > Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

        >

        > David -

        >

        > The "+" notation in reference to biosafety levels is NOT

standardized and

        > you will not find it described as such in biosafety publications.

It is

        > used by many people in the context of their own specific

operations. While

        > in a very generic sense, it refers to an elevation of the

referenced

        > biosafety level, just what this means is dependent upon the

situation.  I

        > suggest that you define what you mean by "BSL2+" at your

institution and

        > under your specific circumstances, and make it clear in your

definition

        > that it applies only to you and yours.  We've had many

knock-down-drag-out

        > discussions about this at ABSA meetings and there appears to be

little

        > support for making a standard definition for the "+" that everyone

can use

        > across the board. Those who use it prefer to do so in their own

limited

        > contexts.

        >

        > -- Glenn

        >

        > Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

        > Director, EH&S

        > Aviron

        > 408-845-8857

        >

        >

=======================================================================

        >

        > At 10:01 AM 1/29/01 -0600, you wrote:

        > >Has anyone had occasion to develop written versions of Biosafety

Level 2+

        >

        > >guidelines (BSL2 with BSL3 practices) for either or both

laboratory and

        > >animial environments?

        > >

        > >Thanks,

        > >

        > >David H. Senjem

        > >Mayo Clinic

        > >Senjem.david@mayo.edu

        > >

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 13:55:52 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Dave,

Your question is valid and some people do need to use the delete key more

judiciously. Ask away. I for one am interested in this discussion.

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Senjem, David H.

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Monday, January 29, 2001 1:50 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

>

> List Members;

>

> Sir Gilpin's comments seem suggest he is not terribly interested in the

> BSL2+ query I posted.  For that I apologize.  That said, I would simply

> ask

> that he use his delete key in the event others among you have thoughts

> you'd

> be willing to share publicly.  If not, please send them privately.  To be

> sure, the purpose of my query was to gain a few wholesome insights from

> biosafety compatriots on a subject that periodically surfaces within our

> IBC.  The  "behind the scenes" emails I have gotten on this matter seems

> to

> indicate this question interests others.  Regardless of how anyone feels

> personally on the merits of "plusses",  I would suggest that life is real

> and some IBC's may occasionally find themselves in situations where BSL2

> seems inadequate and BSL3 excessive.  Special thanks to those list members

> who kindly offered feedback, both private and public.

>

> Dave Senjem

>

>         -----Original Message-----

>         From:   Dan Liberman [SMTP:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

>         Sent:   Monday, January 29, 2001 12:06 PM

>         To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         Subject:        Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

>

>         The original context for 2+ was to follow BSL3 procedures and

> practices in a

>         BSL 2 facility. They were originally presented to the Boston and

> Cambridge

>         Biosafety Committees. These were committees created by Ordinances

> enacted by

>         the Cambridge and Boston City Councils in response to recombinant

> DNA

>         research activity. Then original intent was to facilitate research

> on AIDS.

>         The BSL 2+ was deemed approprite because AIDS epidemiology

> indicated

> that

>         the deisease was not transmitted by an aerosol route. At that

> time,

> neither

>         Lynn or I believed that 2+ was appropriate for organism which

> posed

> an

>         aerosol risk.

>

>         The first printed reference to BSL2+ can be found in a chapter

> that

> Lynn

>         Harding and I wrote that appeared in the Biohazard Management

> Handbook which

>         I developed for Marcel Dekker Press in 1986.

>

>         Dan Liberman

>

>

>         > -----Original Message-----

>         > From: Glenn Funk

>         > Sent: Monday, January 29, 2001 12:52 PM

>         > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         > Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

>         >

>         > David -

>         >

>         > The "+" notation in reference to biosafety levels is NOT

> standardized and

>         > you will not find it described as such in biosafety

> publications.

> It is

>         > used by many people in the context of their own specific

> operations. While

>         > in a very generic sense, it refers to an elevation of the

> referenced

>         > biosafety level, just what this means is dependent upon the

> situation.  I

>         > suggest that you define what you mean by "BSL2+" at your

> institution and

>         > under your specific circumstances, and make it clear in your

> definition

>         > that it applies only to you and yours.  We've had many

> knock-down-drag-out

>         > discussions about this at ABSA meetings and there appears to be

> little

>         > support for making a standard definition for the "+" that

> everyone

> can use

>         > across the board. Those who use it prefer to do so in their own

> limited

>         > contexts.

>         >

>         > -- Glenn

>         >

>         > Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>         > Director, EH&S

>         > Aviron

>         > 408-845-8857

>         >

>         >

> =======================================================================

>         >

>         > At 10:01 AM 1/29/01 -0600, you wrote:

>         > >Has anyone had occasion to develop written versions of

> Biosafety

> Level 2+

>         >

>         > >guidelines (BSL2 with BSL3 practices) for either or both

> laboratory and

>         > >animial environments?

>         > >

>         > >Thanks,

>         > >

>         > >David H. Senjem

>         > >Mayo Clinic

>         > >Senjem.david@mayo.edu

>         > >

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 15:52:43 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jairo Betancourt <jairob@MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Dave and All: I don't think you should take Richard Gilpin's comments that

hard. I took them as a statement of facts. There are BSL1, BSL2, BSL3 and

BSL4. The "Plus" is, in my opinion. an adaptation to particular situations

in which not only BSL2 facility was used, but also they required some BSL3

practices and so on. I perceive his remarks as simply a suggestion to follow

the existing guidelines as close as you can and then adapt them to your

particular situation based on the facilities you have and a PROPER risk

assessment . He is right, this discussion has been on the table at all ABSA

conferences as long as I remember. All opinions should be as constructive as

possible.

Thanks

Jairo Betancourt

University of Miami

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 15:39:34 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Senjem, David H." <senjem.david@MAYO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Thanks for the background and for some excellent feedback.  This is what I

was looking for, not sarcasm.  I sincerely appreciate your email and hope

that all is well in the sunny South.  Go Caines!

Dave

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Jairo Betancourt [SMTP:jairob@MIAMI.EDU]

        Sent:   Monday, January 29, 2001 2:53 PM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

        Dave and All: I don't think you should take Richard Gilpin's

comments that

        hard. I took them as a statement of facts. There are BSL1, BSL2,

BSL3 and

        BSL4. The "Plus" is, in my opinion. an adaptation to particular

situations

        in which not only BSL2 facility was used, but also they required

some BSL3

        practices and so on. I perceive his remarks as simply a suggestion

to follow

        the existing guidelines as close as you can and then adapt them to

your

        particular situation based on the facilities you have and a PROPER

risk

        assessment . He is right, this discussion has been on the table at

all ABSA

        conferences as long as I remember. All opinions should be as

constructive as

        possible.

        Thanks

        Jairo Betancourt

        University of Miami

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 15:46:00 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Senjem, David H." <senjem.david@MAYO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Thanks so much.  Hope I was not too abrupt but when you use the list once

every two to three years and get sarcasm, I think that's inappropriate,

especially from one whose name is commonly among those who post entries.

Just thought he needed a shot across the bow.

Take care and hope all is well in Denver.

Dave

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Sharyn Baker [SMTP:Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU]

        Sent:   Monday, January 29, 2001 2:56 PM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

        Dave,

        Your question is valid and some people do need to use the delete key

more

        judiciously. Ask away. I for one am interested in this discussion.

        Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

        Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

        Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

        University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

        Department of Facilities Operations

        Mailstop A078

        4200 E. 9th Avenue

        Denver, Colorado 80262

        Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

        Office phone: (303) 315-8003

        > ----------

        > From:         Senjem, David H.

        > Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

        > Sent:         Monday, January 29, 2001 1:50 PM

        > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        > Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

        >

        > List Members;

        >

        > Sir Gilpin's comments seem suggest he is not terribly interested

in the

        > BSL2+ query I posted.  For that I apologize.  That said, I would

simply

        > ask

        > that he use his delete key in the event others among you have

thoughts

        > you'd

        > be willing to share publicly.  If not, please send them privately.

To be

        > sure, the purpose of my query was to gain a few wholesome insights

from

        > biosafety compatriots on a subject that periodically surfaces

within our

        > IBC.  The  "behind the scenes" emails I have gotten on this matter

seems

        > to

        > indicate this question interests others.  Regardless of how anyone

feels

        > personally on the merits of "plusses",  I would suggest that life

is real

        > and some IBC's may occasionally find themselves in situations

where BSL2

        > seems inadequate and BSL3 excessive.  Special thanks to those list

members

        > who kindly offered feedback, both private and public.

        >

        > Dave Senjem

        >

        >         -----Original Message-----

        >         From:   Dan Liberman

[SMTP:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

        >         Sent:   Monday, January 29, 2001 12:06 PM

        >         To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        >         Subject:        Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

        >

        >         The original context for 2+ was to follow BSL3 procedures

and

        > practices in a

        >         BSL 2 facility. They were originally presented to the

Boston and

        > Cambridge

        >         Biosafety Committees. These were committees created by

Ordinances

        > enacted by

        >         the Cambridge and Boston City Councils in response to

recombinant

        > DNA

        >         research activity. Then original intent was to facilitate

research

        > on AIDS.

        >         The BSL 2+ was deemed approprite because AIDS epidemiology

        > indicated

        > that

        >         the deisease was not transmitted by an aerosol route. At

that

        > time,

        > neither

        >         Lynn or I believed that 2+ was appropriate for organism

which

        > posed

        > an

        >         aerosol risk.

        >

        >         The first printed reference to BSL2+ can be found in a

chapter

        > that

        > Lynn

        >         Harding and I wrote that appeared in the Biohazard

Management

        > Handbook which

        >         I developed for Marcel Dekker Press in 1986.

        >

        >         Dan Liberman

        >

        >

        >         > -----Original Message-----

        >         > From: Glenn Funk

        >         > Sent: Monday, January 29, 2001 12:52 PM

        >         > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        >         > Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

        >         >

        >         > David -

        >         >

        >         > The "+" notation in reference to biosafety levels is NOT

        > standardized and

        >         > you will not find it described as such in biosafety

        > publications.

        > It is

        >         > used by many people in the context of their own specific

        > operations. While

        >         > in a very generic sense, it refers to an elevation of

the

        > referenced

        >         > biosafety level, just what this means is dependent upon

the

        > situation.  I

        >         > suggest that you define what you mean by "BSL2+" at your

        > institution and

        >         > under your specific circumstances, and make it clear in

your

        > definition

        >         > that it applies only to you and yours.  We've had many

        > knock-down-drag-out

        >         > discussions about this at ABSA meetings and there

appears to be

        > little

        >         > support for making a standard definition for the "+"

that

        > everyone

        > can use

        >         > across the board. Those who use it prefer to do so in

their own

        > limited

        >         > contexts.

        >         >

        >         > -- Glenn

        >         >

        >         > Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

        >         > Director, EH&S

        >         > Aviron

        >         > 408-845-8857

        >         >

        >         >

        >

=======================================================================

        >         >

        >         > At 10:01 AM 1/29/01 -0600, you wrote:

        >         > >Has anyone had occasion to develop written versions of

        > Biosafety

        > Level 2+

        >         >

        >         > >guidelines (BSL2 with BSL3 practices) for either or

both

        > laboratory and

        >         > >animial environments?

        >         > >

        >         > >Thanks,

        >         > >

        >         > >David H. Senjem

        >         > >Mayo Clinic

        >         > >Senjem.david@mayo.edu

        >         > >

        >

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 15:08:58 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Shots across the bow have been useful in my opinion as well.

Take care.

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Senjem, David H.

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Monday, January 29, 2001 2:46 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

>

> Thanks so much.  Hope I was not too abrupt but when you use the list once

> every two to three years and get sarcasm, I think that's inappropriate,

> especially from one whose name is commonly among those who post entries.

> Just thought he needed a shot across the bow.

>

> Take care and hope all is well in Denver.

>

> Dave

>

>         -----Original Message-----

>         From:   Sharyn Baker [SMTP:Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU]

>         Sent:   Monday, January 29, 2001 2:56 PM

>         To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         Subject:        Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

>

>         Dave,

>

>         Your question is valid and some people do need to use the delete

> key

> more

>         judiciously. Ask away. I for one am interested in this discussion.

>         Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

>         Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

>         Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

>         University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

>         Department of Facilities Operations

>         Mailstop A078

>         4200 E. 9th Avenue

>         Denver, Colorado 80262

>         Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

>         Office phone: (303) 315-8003

>

>         > ----------

>         > From:         Senjem, David H.

>         > Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

>         > Sent:         Monday, January 29, 2001 1:50 PM

>         > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         > Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

>         >

>         > List Members;

>         >

>         > Sir Gilpin's comments seem suggest he is not terribly interested

> in the

>         > BSL2+ query I posted.  For that I apologize.  That said, I would

> simply

>         > ask

>         > that he use his delete key in the event others among you have

> thoughts

>         > you'd

>         > be willing to share publicly.  If not, please send them

> privately.

> To be

>         > sure, the purpose of my query was to gain a few wholesome

> insights

> from

>         > biosafety compatriots on a subject that periodically surfaces

> within our

>         > IBC.  The  "behind the scenes" emails I have gotten on this

> matter

> seems

>         > to

>         > indicate this question interests others.  Regardless of how

> anyone

> feels

>         > personally on the merits of "plusses",  I would suggest that

> life

> is real

>         > and some IBC's may occasionally find themselves in situations

> where BSL2

>         > seems inadequate and BSL3 excessive.  Special thanks to those

> list

> members

>         > who kindly offered feedback, both private and public.

>         >

>         > Dave Senjem

>         >

>         >         -----Original Message-----

>         >         From:   Dan Liberman

> [SMTP:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

>         >         Sent:   Monday, January 29, 2001 12:06 PM

>         >         To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         >         Subject:        Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

>         >

>         >         The original context for 2+ was to follow BSL3

> procedures

> and

>         > practices in a

>         >         BSL 2 facility. They were originally presented to the

> Boston and

>         > Cambridge

>         >         Biosafety Committees. These were committees created by

> Ordinances

>         > enacted by

>         >         the Cambridge and Boston City Councils in response to

> recombinant

>         > DNA

>         >         research activity. Then original intent was to

> facilitate

> research

>         > on AIDS.

>         >         The BSL 2+ was deemed approprite because AIDS

> epidemiology

>         > indicated

>         > that

>         >         the deisease was not transmitted by an aerosol route. At

> that

>         > time,

>         > neither

>         >         Lynn or I believed that 2+ was appropriate for organism

> which

>         > posed

>         > an

>         >         aerosol risk.

>         >

>         >         The first printed reference to BSL2+ can be found in a

> chapter

>         > that

>         > Lynn

>         >         Harding and I wrote that appeared in the Biohazard

> Management

>         > Handbook which

>         >         I developed for Marcel Dekker Press in 1986.  >

>         >

>         >         Dan Liberman

>         >

>         >

>         >         > -----Original Message-----

>         >         > From: Glenn Funk

>         >         > Sent: Monday, January 29, 2001 12:52 PM

>         >         > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         >         > Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level 2+ Guidelines

>         >         >

>         >         > David -

>         >         >

>         >         > The "+" notation in reference to biosafety levels is

> NOT

>         > standardized and

>         >         > you will not find it described as such in biosafety

>         > publications.

>         > It is

>         >         > used by many people in the context of their own

> specific

>         > operations. While

>         >         > in a very generic sense, it refers to an elevation of

> the

>         > referenced

>         >         > biosafety level, just what this means is dependent

> upon

> the

>         > situation.  I

>         >         > suggest that you define what you mean by "BSL2+" at

> your

>         > institution and

>         >         > under your specific circumstances, and make it clear

> in

> your

>         > definition

>         >         > that it applies only to you and yours.  We've had many

>         > knock-down-drag-out

>         >         > discussions about this at ABSA meetings and there

> appears to be

>         > little

>         >         > support for making a standard definition for the "+"

> that

>         > everyone

>         > can use

>         >         > across the board. Those who use it prefer to do so in

> their own

>         > limited

>         >         > contexts.

>         >         >

>         >         > -- Glenn

>         >         >

>         >         > Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>         >         > Director, EH&S

>         >         > Aviron

>         >         > 408-845-8857

>         >         >

>         >         >

>         >

> =======================================================================

>         >         >

>         >         > At 10:01 AM 1/29/01 -0600, you wrote:

>         >         > >Has anyone had occasion to develop written versions

> of

>         > Biosafety

>         > Level 2+

>         >         >

>         >         > >guidelines (BSL2 with BSL3 practices) for either or

> both

>         > laboratory and

>         >         > >animial environments?

>         >         > >

>         >         > >Thanks,

>         >         > >

>         >         > >David H. Senjem

>         >         > >Mayo Clinic

>         >         > >Senjem.david@mayo.edu

>         >         > >

>         >

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 16:42:33 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Clifford W. Bond" <umbcb@GEMINI.OSCS.MONTANA.EDU>

Subject:      Environmental Assessment

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

One of our investigators has just received a subcontract funded by DOD to

work on an RG3 organism.  He has received the following request:

"This project may require an Environmental Assessment (EA) due to the

> clearly stated intent in the proposal to conduct Brucella BSL-3 activities

> at Montana State University.  You should check with the PI to see if there

> is an already existing EA, by a Federal agency, on this facility and if

the

> scope of the EA would cover the proposed work.  If an appropriate EA

exists,

> then we can issue a Record of Environmental Consideration.  Otherwise, an

EA

> will have to be done.  It may be possible to approve some of the work but

> not the BSL-3 part without an EA."

We have had several DOD contracts and subcontracts, but have not run into

this particular problem before.  Have any of you on the Biosafety List had

to deal with a request like this and if so, how did you approach it?

Thanks for your help.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Email: umbcb@gemini.oscs.montana.edu

Internet: http://gemini.oscs.montana.edu/umbcb/

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 2001 16:04:49 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ton, Mimi" <Mimi.Ton@CALTECH.EDU>

Subject:      Bloodborne Pathogen Training for Janitorial/Custodial Staff

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello everybody,

I am new to the biosafety field and in addition to dealing with laboratory

specific biosafety concerns I am also looking at other non-lab biosafety

issues such as janitorial/custodial staff bloodborne pathogen training. I

was hoping that I could get some feedback as to what types of training

programs others have established to address this issue and also what tools

are given to the janitorial/custodial staff to handle minor clean up of

biological materials such as vomitus and other body fluids. If I could get

web sites or hard copy samples of training programs/manuals or references to

commercial resources that are currently being used that would be greatly

appreciated. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely.

Mimi C. Ton

Safety Engineer

*       Caltech Safety Office          Phone: (626) 395-2430

       M/C 25-6                           Fax:    (626) 577-6028

       Pasadena, CA 91125         E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 30 Jan 2001 09:15:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training for Janitorial/Custodial Staff

In-Reply-To:  <9325C69EFAA8D111BECD00805F6F5675044905FD@finexch.caltech.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Mimi,

As a Caltech alum, I feel obligated to respond.

For maintenance staff and first time trainees I use the "Bloodbugs" video

from Coastal Communications.  It is entertaining enough that most people

don't go to sleep and covers the basics well.

For experienced professional staff, I have gone to a mailed pamphlet with a

short returnable quiz.  This allows them to review the information or just

test out.  Per OSHA requirements I am available for telephone/ email

questions during work hours; I have yet to get one.

Coastal: 800-498-3658

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Ton, Mimi

> Sent: Monday, January 29, 2001 7:05 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Bloodborne Pathogen Training for Janitorial/Custodial Staff

>

>

> Hello everybody,

>

> I am new to the biosafety field and in addition to dealing with laboratory

> specific biosafety concerns I am also looking at other non-lab biosafety

> issues such as janitorial/custodial staff bloodborne pathogen training. I

> was hoping that I could get some feedback as to what types of training

> programs others have established to address this issue and also what tools

> are given to the janitorial/custodial staff to handle minor clean up of

> biological materials such as vomitus and other body fluids. If I could get

> web sites or hard copy samples of training programs/manuals or

> references to

> commercial resources that are currently being used that would be greatly

> appreciated. Thank you for your assistance.

>

> Sincerely.

>

>

> Mimi C. Ton

> Safety Engineer

> *       Caltech Safety Office          Phone: (626) 395-2430

>        M/C 25-6                           Fax:    (626) 577-6028

>        Pasadena, CA 91125         E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 30 Jan 2001 09:29:25 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training for Janitorial/Custodial Staff

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Mimi,

I have created a multimedia program in a software program called Director

dealing with the subject of custodial staff and biohazards and radiation

safety. Basically, it is an awareness program with a little animation and

humor. It is quite thorough and deals with topics such as what is radiation

and what are biohazards, how to protect yourself from radiation hazards, how

disease is transmitted, the importance of handwashing etc,etc.

It has been well received here by our staff for whom such training is

mandatory. I will add a section on chemical and general workplace hazards,

and consider adding a narration to the whole program. At this point, I use

it in class and turn the narration off by turning down the sound and talk.

We encourage lots of questions and do not worry about getting the material

finished in an hour. We have had many discussions with our staff and I think

they have shown real interest in the subject matter and have recognized that

we want to make sure they know how to protect themselves.

I intend to make this CD ROM program available to other institutions at very

low cost at some time in the future, if I can get the time to finish it. It

could be used, as I do, as an adjunct to a lecture (for example, we bring in

rad detection instruments and let them play with them and fiesta plates

etc). or it could serve as a stand alone training program if the personnel

are able to use a computer mouse to click on forward buttons. Of course, it

could also be modified at very low cost to remove, amend or add material and

make it site-specific for another agency or institution.

Our custodial staff is not allowed to clean up biological spills or

hazardous materials spills arising from work in labs. They are not allowed

to package biohazardous materials, or clean areas where hazardous materials

are present. They do clean the hallways, bathrooms etc. and they transport

properly packaged and sealed biohazardous material to the holding trailer.

They do clean up matter from normal human activities and are expected to

take the proper precautions and use appropriate PPE. Of course, they also

have the option of calling the biosafety officer if there is a special

circumstance or they have a concern about their safety. All our staff are

given the option of HBV vaccination series, even though we are not OSHA

regulated.

I hope this is helpful.

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Ton, Mimi

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Monday, January 29, 2001 5:04 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Bloodborne Pathogen Training for Janitorial/Custodial Staff

>

> Hello everybody,

>

> I am new to the biosafety field and in addition to dealing with laboratory

> specific biosafety concerns I am also looking at other non-lab biosafety

> issues such as janitorial/custodial staff bloodborne pathogen training. I

> was hoping that I could get some feedback as to what types of training

> programs others have established to address this issue and also what tools

> are given to the janitorial/custodial staff to handle minor clean up of

> biological materials such as vomitus and other body fluids. If I could get

> web sites or hard copy samples of training programs/manuals or references

> to

> commercial resources that are currently being used that would be greatly

> appreciated. Thank you for your assistance.

>

> Sincerely.

>

>

> Mimi C. Ton

> Safety Engineer

> *       Caltech Safety Office          Phone: (626) 395-2430

>        M/C 25-6                           Fax:    (626) 577-6028

>        Pasadena, CA 91125         E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

>
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Subject:      Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------86011CF9BEB29077375C9C0F"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------86011CF9BEB29077375C9C0F

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="------------D023DA800776E0304B6C11D5"

--------------D023DA800776E0304B6C11D5

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

There has been much controversy at my institution about whether all "sharps" are

considered regulated medical waste, even non-contaminated ones.  Can anyone tell

if I can find indisputable evidence (ie. OSHA standard etc...) that all sharps

are considered "infectious" or regulated medical waste?

Thank you

Larry Mendoza
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From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste
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Larry, I can't speak for others on this list but in Alabama The Alabama

Department of Environmental Management defines sharps as: "any used or

unused discarded article that may cause punctures or cuts and which has been

or is intended for use in animal or human medical care, medical research, or

in laboratories utilizing microorganisms. Such waste includes, but is not

limited to, hypodermic needles, IV tubing with needles attached, scalpel

blades, and syringes (with or without a needle attached). Items listed above

that have been removed from their original sterile containers are included

in this definition. Glassware, blood vials, pipettes, and similar items are

to be handled as sharps if they are contaminated with blood or body fluids."

Hope this helps with your query.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Larry Mendoza [mailto:lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2001 4:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

There has been much controversy at my institution about whether all "sharps"

are considered regulated medical waste, even non-contaminated ones.  Can

anyone tell if I can find indisputable evidence (ie. OSHA standard etc...)

that all sharps are considered "infectious" or regulated medical waste?

Thank you

Larry Mendoza
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From:         "Clifford W. Bond" <umbcb@GEMINI.OSCS.MONTANA.EDU>

Subject:      Environmental Assessment
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Thank you all for your comments regarding EAs.  The investigator is going

back to the contractor and the DOD to determine precisely what is needed.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Email: umbcb@gemini.oscs.montana.edu

Internet: http://gemini.oscs.montana.edu/umbcb/

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926
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From:         J Coggin <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste
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Larry:  In my opinion the Final Rule on non-needle Sharps as published

in the Fed. Reg. Vol. 66, no. 12, Jan 18, 2001, pp 5318 to 5325

references specifically sharps likely to be contaminated with human BBPs

as I recall.  That to me means that work using any sharps in conjunction

with all human blood, body fluids and tissues as specified in the

several modified restatements of the BBP Standard/Law, specifically

considering the dangers posed by any material that could contain

potentially infectious HBV, HCV or HIVs, should be included in the risk

evaluation of the work to stimulate improved selection of  PPE or

improved sharps technology or devices or work practices by workers and

scientists and safety personnel.  I also like to include materials

potentially contaminated with NH primate B virus or any other agents in

any other material potentially  infectious for humans as a general

institutional rule governed by common sense or the BMBL.  In addition, I

would personally feel silly not expanding an institutional rule  to

include any work with sharps using any human pathogenic agents /

microbes capable of causing percutaneous infections in humans. Sharps

are generally identified in the new rule.

The focus of the newly mandated "annual evaluations" of alternative

equipment selection and work practice modifications involving sharps

that is required by the new Rule, or the registration of injuries by

sharps by the new Rule, or other mandated record keeping is to prevent

BBP infections. Again, I would extend this to these other infectious

agents capable of percutaneous routes of infection as an "institutional

rule".

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D. RBP, CBSP

Larry Mendoza wrote:

> There has been much controversy at my institution about whether all

> "sharps" are considered regulated medical waste, even non-contaminated

> ones.  Can anyone tell if I can find indisputable evidence (ie. OSHA

> standard etc...) that all sharps are considered "infectious" or

> regulated medical waste?

>

> Thank you

> Larry Mendoza
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Larry:

Kyle Boyette's comments are excellent.  The medical waste issue by state

and local laws would require proper medical waste disposal of any

laboratory sharps as if they were contaminated with human pathogens even

if they are not contaminated.  All sharps should be discarded into

proper sharps containers as you know.  Thus, any sharp placed in a

biohazardous container, even those not contaminated with anything at

disposal, could become contaminated if discarded with other contaminated

sharps. In good ole Alabama, if they find it in the landfill and it has

the appearance, even after autoclaving, of a medical device, it is

considered a no no if found in the landfill, especially if it is near

or  in a biohazard bag or container!

Joe Coggin

Larry Mendoza wrote:

> There has been much controversy at my institution about whether all

> "sharps" are considered regulated medical waste, even non-contaminated

> ones.  Can anyone tell if I can find indisputable evidence (ie. OSHA

> standard etc...) that all sharps are considered "infectious" or

> regulated medical waste?

>

> Thank you

> Larry Mendoza
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

Don't forget your state regs.  In Massachusetts, it is not just a matter of

infection potential.  We also have to consider the "physically dangerous"

aspect of a sharp object coming from a medical or biomedical facility.

Ya gotta love the Commonwealth!

Regards,

Barry David Cohen (SM, NRM), (CBSP, ABSA)

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com

-----Original Message-----

From: J Coggin [mailto:jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2001 4:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

Larry:  In my opinion the Final Rule on non-needle Sharps as published in

the Fed. Reg. Vol. 66, no. 12, Jan 18, 2001, pp 5318 to 5325 references

specifically sharps likely to be contaminated with human BBPs as I recall.

That to me means that work using any sharps in conjunction with all human

blood, body fluids and tissues as specified in the several modified

restatements of the BBP Standard/Law, specifically considering the dangers

posed by any material that could contain potentially infectious HBV, HCV or

HIVs, should be included in the risk evaluation of the work to stimulate

improved selection of  PPE or improved sharps technology or devices or work

practices by workers and scientists and safety personnel.  I also like to

include materials potentially contaminated with NH primate B virus or any

other agents in any other material potentially  infectious for humans as a

general institutional rule governed by common sense or the BMBL.  In

addition, I would personally feel silly not expanding an institutional rule

to include any work with sharps using any human pathogenic agents / microbes

capable of causing percutaneous infections in humans. Sharps are generally

identified in the new rule.

The focus of the newly mandated "annual evaluations" of alternative

equipment selection and work practice modifications involving sharps that is

required by the new Rule, or the registration of injuries by sharps by the

new Rule, or other mandated record keeping is to prevent BBP infections.

Again, I would extend this to these other infectious agents capable of

percutaneous routes of infection as an "institutional rule".

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D. RBP, CBSP

Larry Mendoza wrote:

There has been much controversy at my institution about whether all "sharps"

are considered regulated medical waste, even non-contaminated ones.  Can

anyone tell if I can find indisputable evidence (ie. OSHA standard etc...)

that all sharps are considered "infectious" or regulated medical waste?

Thank you

Larry Mendoza
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Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste
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<html>

One has to look at the context of the term &quot;Regulated Medical

Waste&quot;.&nbsp; RMW is a specific term used by the transportation

industry and applies to transporting medical waste as a hazardous

material or dangerous goods. RMW are dangerous goods regulated for

transport by federal law (49 CFR parts 100 - 185) and is defined by the

DOT in 173.134.

<a href="http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/get-cfr.cgi?TITLE=49&PART=173&SECTION=134&TYPE=TEXT&year=1999" eudora="autourl">http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/get-cfr.cgi?TITLE=49&amp;PART=173&amp;SECTION=134&amp;TYPE=TEXT&amp;year=1999</a>

For air transport, IATA defines RMW a little differently (but who transports RMW by air?) I have not found the term RMW used by OSHA and other state and local regulators. They generally use the term Regulated Waste. In Massachusetts state sanitary code (105 CMR 480.000) they use term &quot;infectious or physically dangerous medical or biological waste.&quot; Each state seems to define what should be regulated waste coming from research labs/hospitals a bit differently. From reading 105 CMR 480, my understanding is that <u>any</u> physically hazardous (i.e. sharp) waste coming out of a biotech research lab is regulated by the Commonwealth of Mass. whether contaminated or not. States regulate how the material must be stored and disposed of and leave transportation to the DOT. Most of the sharps waste we generate at MIT probably would <b>not </b>be considered RMW (i.e. a hazmat/dangerous good) by the DOT, but that doesn't mean that it is not regulated waste and that we don't have!

!

 to

jump through a hundred hoops to dispose of it. In summary, at least in Massachusetts, all sharps from biolabs are regulated, but are not necessarily RMW.&nbsp; I would suggest looking up your state sanitary code or speaking with your State's Department of Public Health.

At 01:17 PM 1/30/01 +0300, you wrote: 

<blockquote type=cite cite>There has been much controversy at my institution about whether <u>all</u> &quot;sharps&quot; are considered regulated medical waste, even non-contaminated ones.&nbsp; Can anyone tell if I can find indisputable evidence (ie. OSHA standard etc...) that all sharps are considered &quot;infectious&quot; or regulated medical waste? 

Thank you 

Larry Mendoza 
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Larry,

As others indicated, don't look to OSHA for disposal

requirements, look to your State Regulators.  For example, NJ DEP

defines Regulated Medical Waste sharps as either Class 4, sharps

(hypodermic needles, syringes with or without the attached

needle, pasteur pipettes, scalpel blades, blood vials, needles

with attached tubing, culture dishes- all regardless of the

presence of an infectious waste) or Class 7, unused sharps

(hypodermic needles, suture needles, syringes, scalpel blades).

When I spoke to DEP years ago regarding this subject, they stated

they wanted all sharp look-a-likes to be disposed of as Regulated

Medical Waste also.  The NJ regulation is in part based on

perception, not science.

Barbara Owen

Larry Mendoza wrote:

> There has been much controversy at my institution about whether

> all "sharps" are considered regulated medical waste, even

> non-contaminated ones.  Can anyone tell if I can find

> indisputable evidence (ie. OSHA standard etc...) that all

> sharps are considered "infectious" or regulated medical waste?

>

> Thank you

> Larry Mendoza
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Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

OSHA only regulates sharps that are used with human blood or OPIM. Thei=

r

reg states that these must go in an appropriate sharps container (along=

with any other item that could cut the skin & has come in contact w/ hu=

man

blood or OPIM). OSHA does not regulate how the employer disposes of the=

sharps container or any other RMW, just how its bagged & handled by the=

generating employer.

In New York State, the Dept of Env. Conservation regulates what happens=

 to

these items once it leaves the employer as trash. According to our NYS =

law,

any syringe with needle must be disposed of in an appropriate sharps

container and leave the facility as RMW.

As you can guess, this has been alot of fun trying to explain to my

chemists and geologists that their gas chromatograph needles must go ou=

t

the same way the needles in the hospital go out! But, they're finally

seeing the light & comply when I bring them a sharps container & threat=

en

to bring the DEC inspector around to their lab the next time they're on=

campus!

So, for disposal of sharps & needles, you must check with your local  &=

state regs, not OSHA.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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In order to properly discuss "biohazardous sharps", the concept of

universal precautions must be introduced.

We use the following definitions here.  They are a combination of state

law, federal law and practicality.

A "sharp" is an object that can cause a cut or a puncture.

A "biohazardous sharp" is an object that can cause a cut or puncture and is

either known to be contaminated with bbp OR BY IT'S NATURE is associated

with bbp.(needles, syringes, scapel blades, razor blades, ect.)

When one encounters a percieved bbp sharp.  (We do not know if it is or is

not contaminated)  We do not have to determine if the item is contaminated.

The common use of the item allows us to assume that it is contaminated

without further verification.

Example:  You walk into a lab and find a needle and syringe on the floor.

It is a sharp.  I must be assumed that it is contaminated and therfore a

biohazardous sharp as well since we do not know how it got there or what it

was used for(Universl precautions).

The same rational is applied to solid waste.  A syringe and needle must be

placed in a biohazard sharps container.  If found in another container, it

is treated as a biohazardous sharp.  All of the contents will be transfered

into a biohazardous sharps container in a safe and sane manner so that no

chances are taken.

We also include objects that I call pseudosharps(my name).  The items are

not sharps, But they can rip our bags that soft wastes are placed in.

This works and prevents injuries which is the goal.

Hope this helps.

bob

>  There has been much controversy at my institution about whether all

>"sharps" are considered regulated medical waste, even non-contaminated

>ones.  Can anyone tell if I can find indisputable evidence (ie. OSHA

>standard etc...) that all sharps are considered "infectious" or regulated

>medical waste?

>

>Thank you

>Larry MendozaContent-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

> name="lgmendoz.vcf"

>Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

>Content-Description: Card for Larry Mendoza

>Content-Disposition: attachment;

> filename="lgmendoz.vcf"

>

>Attachment converted: WorldsEnd:lgmendoz.vcf (TEXT/MSWD) (000291BB)

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Hurray for logic Robert!

The only caveat I would add to your clear reasoning is to also include under

your definition of "biohazardous sharp" .... "of ...contaminated with bbp OR BY

IT'S NATURE is associated

with bbp.... or could be contain other human or non-human primate infectious

microorganisms ..."  I would add this because not all infectious microorganisms

are blood borne pathogens.  In research vivariums and laboratories investigators

often handle sharps with other organisms in concentrated forms and the material

does not meet the BBP/OPIM definition types of materials.  In other words you

can have very infectious material inside of a sharp and the material has no

association with blood, body fluids, etc. AND the agent is not know to be

naturally infectious by the bloodborne route and therefore is not included in

the OSHA definition of BBPs.  An example might be Histoplasma capsulatum.  It is

infectious by the aerosol route and no one would consider it a BBP.  However, if

I had a needle and syringe full of it and was trying to inoculate a mouse and I

stuck myself  - I would most certainly consider the possibility that the fungus

could migrate to my lung tissue and cause  Histoplasmosis in me.

This is precisely the reason why I don't like restricting our approach to the

control of infectious diseases in research settings to the practices and

materials outlined in the OSHA BBP standard.  The definitions and practices are

too restrictive to just one group of infectious agents and ignore the rest.

Personally I feel the OSHA BBP standard was written more as a "politically

inspired" regulation to address the public concern of HIV transmission in the

1980s.  I wish the regulators would admit that the transmission of infectious

microorganism to health care workers of all persuasions is broader than just

HIV, HBV and anything else found in or transmitted by blood.   They need to

write a regulation to replace it that includes all possible infectious agents

that can be transmitted to HCWs in the course of their work.  Right now I feel

the regulatory options that we have to back up a sensible approach to setting

safety criteria, are lacking.

Just my 2 cents.

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Officer

UT MD Anderson Cancer Center

"Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU> on 01/31/2001 03:13:15 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

Subject:  Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

In order to properly discuss "biohazardous sharps", the concept of

universal precautions must be introduced.

We use the following definitions here.  They are a combination of state

law, federal law and practicality.

A "sharp" is an object that can cause a cut or a puncture.

A "biohazardous sharp" is an object that can cause a cut or puncture and is

either known to be contaminated with bbp OR BY IT'S NATURE is associated

with bbp.(needles, syringes, scapel blades, razor blades, ect.)

When one encounters a percieved bbp sharp.  (We do not know if it is or is

not contaminated)  We do not have to determine if the item is contaminated.

The common use of the item allows us to assume that it is contaminated

without further verification.

Example:  You walk into a lab and find a needle and syringe on the floor.

It is a sharp.  I must be assumed that it is contaminated and therfore a

biohazardous sharp as well since we do not know how it got there or what it

was used for(Universl precautions).

The same rational is applied to solid waste.  A syringe and needle must be

placed in a biohazard sharps container.  If found in another container, it

is treated as a biohazardous sharp.  All of the contents will be transfered

into a biohazardous sharps container in a safe and sane manner so that no

chances are taken.

We also include objects that I call pseudosharps(my name).  The items are

not sharps, But they can rip our bags that soft wastes are placed in.

This works and prevents injuries which is the goal.

Hope this helps.

bob

>  There has been much controversy at my institution about whether all

>"sharps" are considered regulated medical waste, even non-contaminated

>ones.  Can anyone tell if I can find indisputable evidence (ie. OSHA

>standard etc...) that all sharps are considered "infectious" or regulated

>medical waste?

>

>Thank you

>Larry MendozaContent-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

> name="lgmendoz.vcf"

>Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

>Content-Description: Card for Larry Mendoza

>Content-Disposition: attachment;

> filename="lgmendoz.vcf"

>

>Attachment converted: WorldsEnd:lgmendoz.vcf (TEXT/MSWD) (000291BB)

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste
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Judy,  While I agree with most of what you have said, I'd be careful about

requesting a comprehensive regulation.  What all biosafety professionals

need to remember and emphasize to management is that : 1) There is a

regulation that covers everything and that is the OSHA law itself in which

all employers are required to provide a safe working environment for their

employees; 2) All of our Guidelines (BMBL, NIH RDNA, etc) are standards of

the industry which we are compelled to follow since we have recognized the

problems and have written guidelines on how to handle them.  If an employer

does not follow the guidelines they are not in compliance with the

Occupational Safety and Health Act.

The last thing we want, I would think, would be for OSHA to tell us how to

protect personnel against exposure to biological hazards.  I know that some

people would like to have others tell them what to do, but the bottom line

is that we have guidelines and it is up to the professional biosafety

experts to use them in an effective way for each situation that arises.  As

safety professionals we have to ask the question: "How can we best protect

the personnel that are potentially exposed?", and then develop a plan, for

that specific situation, with the guidance of the guidelines to provide that

protection.  NO ONE CAN USE SOMEONE ELSE'S PROGRAM WITHOUT MODIFICATION TO

THE SPECIFICS OF THEIR FACILTY.  If they do, it won't be theirs and it

probably won't work well.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Judy Pointer" <jpointer@MAIL.MDANDERSON.ORG>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, January 31, 2001 11:03 AM

Subject: Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

> Hurray for logic Robert!

> The only caveat I would add to your clear reasoning is to also include

under

> your definition of "biohazardous sharp" .... "of ...contaminated with bbp

OR BY

> IT'S NATURE is associated

> with bbp.... or could be contain other human or non-human primate

infectious

> microorganisms ..."  I would add this because not all infectious

microorganisms

> are blood borne pathogens.  In research vivariums and laboratories

investigators

> often handle sharps with other organisms in concentrated forms and the

material

> does not meet the BBP/OPIM definition types of materials.  In other words

you

> can have very infectious material inside of a sharp and the material has

no

> association with blood, body fluids, etc. AND the agent is not know to be

> naturally infectious by the bloodborne route and therefore is not included

in

> the OSHA definition of BBPs.  An example might be Histoplasma capsulatum.

It is

> infectious by the aerosol route and no one would consider it a BBP.

However, if

> I had a needle and syringe full of it and was trying to inoculate a mouse

and I

> stuck myself  - I would most certainly consider the possibility that the

fungus

> could migrate to my lung tissue and cause  Histoplasmosis in me.

>

> This is precisely the reason why I don't like restricting our approach to

the

> control of infectious diseases in research settings to the practices and

> materials outlined in the OSHA BBP standard.  The definitions and

practices are

> too restrictive to just one group of infectious agents and ignore the

rest.

> Personally I feel the OSHA BBP standard was written more as a "politically

> inspired" regulation to address the public concern of HIV transmission in

the

> 1980s.  I wish the regulators would admit that the transmission of

infectious

> microorganism to health care workers of all persuasions is broader than

just

> HIV, HBV and anything else found in or transmitted by blood.   They need

to

> write a regulation to replace it that includes all possible infectious

agents

> that can be transmitted to HCWs in the course of their work.  Right now I

feel

> the regulatory options that we have to back up a sensible approach to

setting

> safety criteria, are lacking.

>

> Just my 2 cents.

> Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

> Biosafety Officer

> UT MD Anderson Cancer Center

>

>

>

>

>

>

> "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU> on 01/31/2001 03:13:15 AM

>

> Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

> Subject:  Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

>

>

>

>

> In order to properly discuss "biohazardous sharps", the concept of

> universal precautions must be introduced.

>

> We use the following definitions here.  They are a combination of state

> law, federal law and practicality.

>

> A "sharp" is an object that can cause a cut or a puncture.

>

> A "biohazardous sharp" is an object that can cause a cut or puncture and

is

> either known to be contaminated with bbp OR BY IT'S NATURE is associated

> with bbp.(needles, syringes, scapel blades, razor blades, ect.)

>

> When one encounters a percieved bbp sharp.  (We do not know if it is or is

> not contaminated)  We do not have to determine if the item is

contaminated.

> The common use of the item allows us to assume that it is contaminated

> without further verification.

>

> Example:  You walk into a lab and find a needle and syringe on the floor.

> It is a sharp.  I must be assumed that it is contaminated and therfore a

> biohazardous sharp as well since we do not know how it got there or what

it

> was used for(Universl precautions).

>

> The same rational is applied to solid waste.  A syringe and needle must be

> placed in a biohazard sharps container.  If found in another container, it

> is treated as a biohazardous sharp.  All of the contents will be

transfered

> into a biohazardous sharps container in a safe and sane manner so that no

> chances are taken.

>

> We also include objects that I call pseudosharps(my name).  The items are

> not sharps, But they can rip our bags that soft wastes are placed in.

>

> This works and prevents injuries which is the goal.

>

> Hope this helps.

>

> bob

>

> >  There has been much controversy at my institution about whether all

> >"sharps" are considered regulated medical waste, even non-contaminated

> >ones.  Can anyone tell if I can find indisputable evidence (ie. OSHA

> >standard etc...) that all sharps are considered "infectious" or regulated

> >medical waste?

> >

> >Thank you

> >Larry MendozaContent-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

> > name="lgmendoz.vcf"

> >Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

> >Content-Description: Card for Larry Mendoza

> >Content-Disposition: attachment;

> > filename="lgmendoz.vcf"

> >

> >Attachment converted: WorldsEnd:lgmendoz.vcf (TEXT/MSWD) (000291BB)

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Applied Biosystems safety and shipping notice
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Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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Important HOAt Safety and Shipping Notice . . .

SEPP recently received the following information from Applied Biosystems

regarding HOAt products. If you use any of the products listed below, please

review this information. If you have any questions regarding this notice,

please contact Michael Thomas of Applied Biosystems at (650) 554-2191 . . .

Applied Biosystems Product Numbers GEN076511, GEN076513, GEN076515, GEN076517,

GEN076S15C, and GEN076517C.

This is to inform you that Applied Biosystems has suspended general

shipping of

HOAt products pending completion of testing to determine whether HOAt

should be

reclassified as an explosive category substance pursuant to U.S. Department of

Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN guidelines. HOAt is currently

classified as a highly flammable solid.

During recent efforts by Applied Biosystems Manufacturing Team to expand

manufacturing capabilities and qualify a new supplier to support Applied

Biosystems customers' increasing demand for high quality HOAt, a new supplier

raised a potential concern regarding the possibility of HOAt having explosive

properties under certain conditions. Although HOAt had passed its tests and

has

been distributed for many years without incident, Applied Biosystems

contracted

with a qualified testing laboratory to conduct additional tests to further

assess the sensitivity of the material to the effect of high heat when under

partial and defined confinement, and the shock sensitivity and detonation

propagation of the material.

Applied Biosystems received the testing laboratory's test report and

associated

measurement results, and its interpretation of the initial series of tests

that

were conducted. Applied Biosystems discussed the test results and implications

with the testing service's technical experts and understand the test

conclusions to be as follows: Under one of the confinement and high

temperature

test conditions (exposure of a tube containing HOAt with a small opening to

propane burner flames), HOAt exhibited characteristics that may lead to a

reclassification under a Class I explosive category pursuant to U.S.

Department

of Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN Guidelines. Further testing is

required to determine whether there should be a change in HOAt's specific

shipping classification. HOAt was not sensitive to detonative shock under the

test conditions.

In light of the initial test results indicating explosive characteristics

under

confined conditions, users should continue to avoid exposure of HOAt, or any

container containing HOAt, to heat or heat sources, flames, sparks or other

sources of ignition. (See HOAt Material Safety Data Sheet, Section 10,

"Conditions to Avoid). A copy of the current MSDS for HOAt is available on the

Applied Biosystems web site;

www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html

As Applied Biosystems work through the testing process and to resolve the

transportation issue, they intend to suspend taking orders for delivery of

HOAt. However, if you would like to place an order for HOAt on a conditional

basis, you may place the order, and Applied Biosystems will log it in, to be

filled subject to and pending satisfactory completion of the additional

testing

and classification process.

Applied Biosystems is committed to doing everything they can to resolve this

situation, and have mobilized their internal R&D, Health and Safety,

Transportation, Product Management, and Regulatory Compliance experts for this

purpose. Applied Biosystems is also simultaneously working to identify and

validate alternative solutions to current product packaging and shipping

methods. For example, one possible alternative is to ship HOAt in solution

(such as a solution of 0.4 M in DMF or NMP), and therefore possibly avoid the

potential of an explosive category reclassification entirely.

Although Applied Biosystems intend to issue updates on the status of HOAt,

please feel free to contact Applied Biosystems at any time if you have

questions

or need further information.

Sincerely,

Michael Thomas

Business Unit Director

Protein and BioAssay

Tel: (650) 554-2191

Fax: (650) 554-2298

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Le Blanc Smith, Peter" <Peter.Le-Blanc-Smith@LI.CSIRO.AU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste
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        Kim Auletta wrote:

        "As you can guess, this has been alot of fun trying to explain to my

        chemists and geologists that their gas chromatograph needles must go

out

        the same way the needles in the hospital go out! But, they're

finally

        seeing the light & comply when I bring them a sharps container &

threaten

        to bring the DEC inspector around to their lab the next time they're

on

        campus!"

What sort of sharps containers do you provide? Are they the same as those

used in biomedical settings, marked with the biohazard symbol?

Peter.

Peter  Le Blanc Smith

Biocontainment Microbiologist

CSIRO Livestock Industries

Australian Animal Health Laboratory

Private Bag 24

Geelong    Vic    3220

Australia

http://www.li.csiro.au

Ph:  +61 3 5227 5451

Fax: +61 3 5227 5555

E-mail address. Peter.Le.Blanc.Smith@li.csiro.au
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         eric n cook <ecook@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

In-Reply-To:  <6BEA986C778BD311B7A60090274E8A34010C4FC1@exchange.geel.li.

              csiro.au>

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Be aware that some of these needles may be considered chemically hazardous

waste and the company you pay to take your biowaste may not be equipped to

transport or dispose of chemical waste. On the other hand if you use red

biohazard sharps containers to collect these chemically contaminated sharps

then your chemical waste haulers may not be able to take it. Last year at

MIT we went through hell trying to sort all of this out but we have a great

system in place now.

Eric Cook

Asst. Biosafety Officer, MIT

At 10:46 AM 2/1/01 +1100, you wrote:

>        Kim Auletta wrote:

>        "As you can guess, this has been alot of fun trying to explain to my

>        chemists and geologists that their gas chromatograph needles must go

>out

>        the same way the needles in the hospital go out! But, they're

>finally

>        seeing the light & comply when I bring them a sharps container &

>threaten

>        to bring the DEC inspector around to their lab the next time they're

>on

>        campus!"

>

>What sort of sharps containers do you provide? Are they the same as those

>used in biomedical settings, marked with the biohazard symbol?

>

>Peter.

>

>Peter  Le Blanc Smith

>Biocontainment Microbiologist

>CSIRO Livestock Industries

>Australian Animal Health Laboratory

>Private Bag 24

>Geelong    Vic    3220

>Australia

>

>http://www.li.csiro.au

>Ph:  +61 3 5227 5451

>Fax: +61 3 5227 5555

>E-mail address. Peter.Le.Blanc.Smith@li.csiro.au
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Yes, we use the same sharps container for all research and biomedical work

on campus (red, w/ biohazard symbol & lid for closing). We get them from

Fisher Safety. We give them a new one when they ask or when they turn in a

full one on waste collection day.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    "Le Blanc Smith, Peter"

                    <Peter.Le-Blanc-Smith@LI        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    .CSIRO.AU>                      cc:

                    Sent by: A Biosafety            Subject:     Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical

                    Discussion List                 Waste

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    >

                    01/31/2001 06:46 PM

                    Please respond to A

                    Biosafety Discussion

                    List

        Kim Auletta wrote:

        "As you can guess, this has been alot of fun trying to explain to

my

        chemists and geologists that their gas chromatograph needles must

go

out

        the same way the needles in the hospital go out! But, they're

finally

        seeing the light & comply when I bring them a sharps container &

threaten

        to bring the DEC inspector around to their lab the next time

they're

on

        campus!"

What sort of sharps containers do you provide? Are they the same as those

used in biomedical settings, marked with the biohazard symbol?

Peter.

Peter  Le Blanc Smith

Biocontainment Microbiologist

CSIRO Livestock Industries

Australian Animal Health Laboratory

Private Bag 24

Geelong    Vic    3220

Australia

http://www.li.csiro.au

Ph:  +61 3 5227 5451

Fax: +61 3 5227 5555

E-mail address. Peter.Le.Blanc.Smith@li.csiro.au
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "P. Moravek" <pmoravek@WPI.EDU>

Subject:      HOAt?
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Hello,

Could you please provide the full name of this chemical

(HOAt)?  I may have purchased it, but I don't use it and

cannot figure out which of our professors has based on this

chemical formula.

Also, please provide the "long hand" descriptions of the

catalog numbers as I and the professors here most certainly

do not know your products simply by the catalog numbers.

Thank you.

--P. Moravek, BB Lab Mgr

  WPI

  Worcester, MA    U.S.A.

"Joseph P. Kozlovac" wrote:

>  Important HOAt Safety and Shipping Notice . . .

> SEPP recently received the following information from

> Applied Biosystems

> regarding HOAt products. If you use any of the products

> listed below, please

> review this information. If you have any questions

> regarding this notice,

> please contact Michael Thomas of Applied Biosystems at

> (650) 554-2191 . . .

> Applied Biosystems Product Numbers GEN076511, GEN076513,

> GEN076515, GEN076517,

> GEN076S15C, and GEN076517C.

> This is to inform you that Applied Biosystems has

> suspended general shipping of

> HOAt products pending completion of testing to determine

> whether HOAt should be

> reclassified as an explosive category substance pursuant

> to U.S. Department of

> Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN guidelines. HOAt

> is currently

> classified as a highly flammable solid.

> During recent efforts by Applied Biosystems Manufacturing

> Team to expand

> manufacturing capabilities and qualify a new supplier to

> support Applied

> Biosystems customers' increasing demand for high quality

> HOAt, a new supplier

> raised a potential concern regarding the possibility of

> HOAt having explosive

> properties under certain conditions. Although HOAt had

> passed its tests and

> has

> been distributed for many years without incident, Applied

> Biosystems contracted

> with a qualified testing laboratory to conduct additional

> tests to further

> assess the sensitivity of the material to the effect of

> high heat when under

> partial and defined confinement, and the shock sensitivity

> and detonation

> propagation of the material.

> Applied Biosystems received the testing laboratory's test

> report and associated

> measurement results, and its interpretation of the initial

> series of tests that

> were conducted. Applied Biosystems discussed the test

> results and implications

> with the testing service's technical experts and

> understand the test

> conclusions to be as follows: Under one of the confinement

> and high temperature

> test conditions (exposure of a tube containing HOAt with a

> small opening to

> propane burner flames), HOAt exhibited characteristics

> that may lead to a

> reclassification under a Class I explosive category

> pursuant to U.S. Department

> of Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN Guidelines.

> Further testing is

> required to determine whether there should be a change in

> HOAt's specific

> shipping classification. HOAt was not sensitive to

> detonative shock under the

> test conditions.

> In light of the initial test results indicating explosive

> characteristics under

> confined conditions, users should continue to avoid

> exposure of HOAt, or any

> container containing HOAt, to heat or heat sources,

> flames, sparks or other

> sources of ignition. (See HOAt Material Safety Data Sheet,

> Section 10,

> "Conditions to Avoid). A copy of the current MSDS for HOAt

> is available on the

> Applied Biosystems web site;

> www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html

> As Applied Biosystems work through the testing process and

> to resolve the

> transportation issue, they intend to suspend taking orders

> for delivery of

> HOAt. However, if you would like to place an order for

> HOAt on a conditional

> basis, you may place the order, and Applied Biosystems

> will log it in, to be

> filled subject to and pending satisfactory completion of

> the additional testing

> and classification process.

> Applied Biosystems is committed to doing everything they

> can to resolve this

> situation, and have mobilized their internal R&D, Health

> and Safety,

> Transportation, Product Management, and Regulatory

> Compliance experts for this

> purpose. Applied Biosystems is also simultaneously working

> to identify and

> validate alternative solutions to current product

> packaging and shipping

> methods. For example, one possible alternative is to ship

> HOAt in solution

> (such as a solution of 0.4 M in DMF or NMP), and therefore

> possibly avoid the

> potential of an explosive category reclassification

> entirely.

> Although Applied Biosystems intend to issue updates on the

> status of HOAt,

> please feel free to contact Applied Biosystems at any time

> if you have

> questions

> or need further information.

> Sincerely,

> Michael Thomas

> Business Unit Director

> Protein and BioAssay

> Tel: (650) 554-2191

> Fax: (650) 554-2298

>

> ___________________

> __________________________________________________________

>

> Biological Safety Officer

> Safety and Environmental Protection Program

> SAIC-Frederick

> National Cancer Institute - Frederick

> (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

> email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

>

> _____________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 Feb 2001 10:04:33 -0500
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM>

Subject:      Re: HOAt?
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1-Hydroxy-7-azabenzotriazole

> -----Original Message-----

> From: P. Moravek

> Sent: Thursday, February 01, 2001 10:05 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      HOAt?

>

> Hello,

>

> Could you please provide the full name of this chemical (HOAt)?  I may

> have purchased it, but I don't use it and cannot figure out which of our

> professors has based on this chemical formula.

>

> Also, please provide the "long hand" descriptions of the catalog numbers

> as I and the professors here most certainly do not know your products

> simply by the catalog numbers.

>

> Thank you.

>

> --P. Moravek, BB Lab Mgr

>   WPI

>   Worcester, MA    U.S.A.

>

>

> "Joseph P. Kozlovac" wrote:

>

>        Important HOAt Safety and Shipping Notice . . .

>       SEPP recently received the following information from Applied

> Biosystems

>       regarding HOAt products. If you use any of the products listed

> below, please

>       review this information. If you have any questions regarding this

> notice,

>       please contact Michael Thomas of Applied Biosystems at (650)

> 554-2191 . . .

>       Applied Biosystems Product Numbers GEN076511, GEN076513, GEN076515,

> GEN076517,

>       GEN076S15C, and GEN076517C.

>       This is to inform you that Applied Biosystems has suspended general

> shipping of

>       HOAt products pending completion of testing to determine whether

> HOAt should be

>       reclassified as an explosive category substance pursuant to U.S.

> Department of

>       Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN guidelines. HOAt is

> currently

>       classified as a highly flammable solid.

>       During recent efforts by Applied Biosystems Manufacturing Team to

> expand

>       manufacturing capabilities and qualify a new supplier to support

> Applied

>       Biosystems customers' increasing demand for high quality HOAt, a new

> supplier

>       raised a potential concern regarding the possibility of HOAt having

> explosive

>       properties under certain conditions. Although HOAt had passed its

> tests and

>       has

>       been distributed for many years without incident, Applied Biosystems

> contracted

>       with a qualified testing laboratory to conduct additional tests to

> further

>       assess the sensitivity of the material to the effect of high heat

> when under

>       partial and defined confinement, and the shock sensitivity and

> detonation

>       propagation of the material.

>       Applied Biosystems received the testing laboratory's test report and

> associated

>       measurement results, and its interpretation of the initial series of

> tests that

>       were conducted. Applied Biosystems discussed the test results and

> implications

>       with the testing service's technical experts and understand the test

>

>       conclusions to be as follows: Under one of the confinement and high

> temperature

>       test conditions (exposure of a tube containing HOAt with a small

> opening to

>       propane burner flames), HOAt exhibited characteristics that may lead

> to a

>       reclassification under a Class I explosive category pursuant to U.S.

> Department

>       of Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN Guidelines. Further

> testing is

>       required to determine whether there should be a change in HOAt's

> specific

>       shipping classification. HOAt was not sensitive to detonative shock

> under the

>       test conditions.

>       In light of the initial test results indicating explosive

> characteristics under

>       confined conditions, users should continue to avoid exposure of

> HOAt, or any

>       container containing HOAt, to heat or heat sources, flames, sparks

> or other

>       sources of ignition. (See HOAt Material Safety Data Sheet, Section

> 10,

>       "Conditions to Avoid). A copy of the current MSDS for HOAt is

> available on the

>       Applied Biosystems web site;

>       www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html

> <http://www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html>

>       As Applied Biosystems work through the testing process and to

> resolve the

>       transportation issue, they intend to suspend taking orders for

> delivery of

>       HOAt. However, if you would like to place an order for HOAt on a

> conditional

>       basis, you may place the order, and Applied Biosystems will log it

> in, to be

>       filled subject to and pending satisfactory completion of the

> additional testing

>       and classification process.

>       Applied Biosystems is committed to doing everything they can to

> resolve this

>       situation, and have mobilized their internal R&D, Health and Safety,

>

>       Transportation, Product Management, and Regulatory Compliance

> experts for this

>       purpose. Applied Biosystems is also simultaneously working to

> identify and

>       validate alternative solutions to current product packaging and

> shipping

>       methods. For example, one possible alternative is to ship HOAt in

> solution

>       (such as a solution of 0.4 M in DMF or NMP), and therefore possibly

> avoid the

>       potential of an explosive category reclassification entirely.

>       Although Applied Biosystems intend to issue updates on the status of

> HOAt,

>       please feel free to contact Applied Biosystems at any time if you

> have

>       questions

>       or need further information.

>       Sincerely,

>       Michael Thomas

>       Business Unit Director

>       Protein and BioAssay

>       Tel: (650) 554-2191

>       Fax: (650) 554-2298

>

>

> __________________________________________________________________________

> ____

>

>       Biological Safety Officer

>       Safety and Environmental Protection Program

>       SAIC-Frederick

>       National Cancer Institute - Frederick

>       (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

>       email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

>

> __________________________________________________________________________

> ____

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 Feb 2001 10:12:26 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

Subject:      Re: HOAt?

see

http://www.appliedbiosystems.com/perseptive/cat/synth/peptide/actagnt.htm

Regards,

Barry Cohen (SM, NRM), (CBSP, ABSA)

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Thursday, February 01, 2001 10:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: HOAt?

1-Hydroxy-7-azabenzotriazole

> -----Original Message-----

> From: P. Moravek

> Sent: Thursday, February 01, 2001 10:05 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      HOAt?

>

> Hello,

>

> Could you please provide the full name of this chemical (HOAt)?  I may

> have purchased it, but I don't use it and cannot figure out which of our

> professors has based on this chemical formula.

>

> Also, please provide the "long hand" descriptions of the catalog numbers

> as I and the professors here most certainly do not know your products

> simply by the catalog numbers.

>

> Thank you.

>

> --P. Moravek, BB Lab Mgr

>   WPI

>   Worcester, MA    U.S.A.

>

>

> "Joseph P. Kozlovac" wrote:

>

>        Important HOAt Safety and Shipping Notice . . .

>       SEPP recently received the following information from Applied

> Biosystems

>       regarding HOAt products. If you use any of the products listed

> below, please

>       review this information. If you have any questions regarding this

> notice,

>       please contact Michael Thomas of Applied Biosystems at (650)

> 554-2191 . . .

>       Applied Biosystems Product Numbers GEN076511, GEN076513, GEN076515,

> GEN076517,

>       GEN076S15C, and GEN076517C.

>       This is to inform you that Applied Biosystems has suspended general

> shipping of

>       HOAt products pending completion of testing to determine whether

> HOAt should be

>       reclassified as an explosive category substance pursuant to U.S.

> Department of

>       Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN guidelines. HOAt is

> currently

>       classified as a highly flammable solid.

>       During recent efforts by Applied Biosystems Manufacturing Team to

> expand

>       manufacturing capabilities and qualify a new supplier to support

> Applied

>       Biosystems customers' increasing demand for high quality HOAt, a new

> supplier

>       raised a potential concern regarding the possibility of HOAt having

> explosive

>       properties under certain conditions. Although HOAt had passed its

> tests and

>       has

>       been distributed for many years without incident, Applied Biosystems

> contracted

>       with a qualified testing laboratory to conduct additional tests to

> further

>       assess the sensitivity of the material to the effect of high heat

> when under

>       partial and defined confinement, and the shock sensitivity and

> detonation

>       propagation of the material.

>       Applied Biosystems received the testing laboratory's test report and

> associated

>       measurement results, and its interpretation of the initial series of

> tests that

>       were conducted. Applied Biosystems discussed the test results and

> implications

>       with the testing service's technical experts and understand the test

>

>       conclusions to be as follows: Under one of the confinement and high

> temperature

>       test conditions (exposure of a tube containing HOAt with a small

> opening to

>       propane burner flames), HOAt exhibited characteristics that may lead

> to a

>       reclassification under a Class I explosive category pursuant to U.S.

> Department

>       of Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN Guidelines. Further

> testing is

>       required to determine whether there should be a change in HOAt's

> specific

>       shipping classification. HOAt was not sensitive to detonative shock

> under the

>       test conditions.

>       In light of the initial test results indicating explosive

> characteristics under

>       confined conditions, users should continue to avoid exposure of

> HOAt, or any

>       container containing HOAt, to heat or heat sources, flames, sparks

> or other

>       sources of ignition. (See HOAt Material Safety Data Sheet, Section

> 10,

>       "Conditions to Avoid). A copy of the current MSDS for HOAt is

> available on the

>       Applied Biosystems web site;

>       www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html

> <http://www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html>

>       As Applied Biosystems work through the testing process and to

> resolve the

>       transportation issue, they intend to suspend taking orders for

> delivery of

>       HOAt. However, if you would like to place an order for HOAt on a

> conditional

>       basis, you may place the order, and Applied Biosystems will log it

> in, to be

>       filled subject to and pending satisfactory completion of the

> additional testing

>       and classification process.

>       Applied Biosystems is committed to doing everything they can to

> resolve this

>       situation, and have mobilized their internal R&D, Health and Safety,

>

>       Transportation, Product Management, and Regulatory Compliance

> experts for this

>       purpose. Applied Biosystems is also simultaneously working to

> identify and

>       validate alternative solutions to current product packaging and

> shipping

>       methods. For example, one possible alternative is to ship HOAt in

> solution

>       (such as a solution of 0.4 M in DMF or NMP), and therefore possibly

> avoid the

>       potential of an explosive category reclassification entirely.

>       Although Applied Biosystems intend to issue updates on the status of

> HOAt,

>       please feel free to contact Applied Biosystems at any time if you

> have

>       questions

>       or need further information.

>       Sincerely,

>       Michael Thomas

>       Business Unit Director

>       Protein and BioAssay

>       Tel: (650) 554-2191

>       Fax: (650) 554-2298

>

>

> __________________________________________________________________________

> ____

>

>       Biological Safety Officer

>       Safety and Environmental Protection Program

>       SAIC-Frederick

>       National Cancer Institute - Frederick

>       (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

>       email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

>

> __________________________________________________________________________

> ____

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 Feb 2001 08:45:12 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: RMW and sharps

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Regarding sharps containers, Kim wrote:

"We give them a new one when they ask or when they turn in a

full one on waste collection day."

So I have some questions:

Do you (health and safety folks) actually do a separate waste run for

infectious waste at your institution?  Or is it handled by your =

janitorial

staff? 

We have our labs order their own sharps containers, as long as they fit

entirely inside our infectious waste boxes, which are sent for =

incineration.

How well do you "segregate" infectious wastes?  Do you invest the time =

and

energy in having an "autoclave" waste stream and an incineration waste

stream?  If you do not have your own incinerator, are you exploring =

other

(new) technologies for handling the infectious waste stream? Are you =

seeing

your costs rise faster than the rate of inflation?  Are you partnering =

with

waste vendors for new approaches?

Thanks in advance.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave.

Denver, CO 80262

Phone:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026
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Date:         Thu, 1 Feb 2001 11:08:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Eric N. Cook" <ecook@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: RMW and sharps

In-Reply-To:  <C9DD7DA49BF9D211B58800805FA7F1F5039346AC@ex3.UCHSC.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_1118655121==_"
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

As a few people have requested the story of what we did with sharps at MIT,

here it is:

We used to get rid of all of our waste through BFI. A little more than a

year ago, BFI started requiring that all of our sharps and physically

hazardous waste had to be collected in large BFI boxes marked with the

universal biohazard symbol and called "Regulated Medical Waste" with the

accompanying UN ID No., etc.  I don't know how familiar you are with 49

CFR, but in essence this created a big problem. We were basically forced to

call all of our broken glass, pipettes, tips, sharps, etc. on campus

whether it was contaminated or not, biological, chemical, all of it

"Regulated Medical Waste". Under 49 CFR, it is unlawful to classify a

material with an incorrect Proper Shipping Name. Most of this stuff was

clean, including used and rinsed, perfectly intact empty glass chemical

bottles. To call some of the stuff coming out of the chemistry labs

"Regulated Medical Waste" was ridiculous and dangerous in some cases. As

you can imagine, we were afraid that these boxes left in the labs would

became chemical waste dumps.

After much trial and error, we finally came up with a system that has

worked. First step was to get rid of BFI. For Biolabs, we contracted with a

company called Biosystems. They bring in their own reusable plastic

containers marked as biohazardous. We put these only in biolabs and require

all of their sharps contaminated or not to go into these. Biosystems comes

regularly to remove full containers and replace them with clean, sterilized

new ones. Biosystems uses an automated system to first autoclave the waste

then either incinerate or crush it to unrecognizable bits (according to

local disposal regulations). We generate a waste manifest for each load and

track it from cradle to grave as required by the EPA. We work with labs on

a regular basis to make sure that they are not putting any chemical waste

into these containers. As part of our regular lab inspection, we make sure

that the labs are putting the proper waste into the proper containers.

For non-biolabs and all chemical waste, waste disposal is administered by

our Environmental Programs Office. They provide the labs with plastic

buckets to be used for chemically contaminated sharps. Labs basically treat

chemically contaminated sharps exactly like regular chemical waste. They

red tag, use designated waste collection sites, etc. They call the EPO or

schedule a pickup online just like they would for any chemical waste. The

EPO collects it and holds it. They contract with licensed chemical waste

haulers like Triumverate and Clean Harbors to dispose of it. Clean

glassware and clean sharps are collected in white cardboard VWR glass

boxes. When these are full, they leave them in the hallway and custodians

remove them like any other trash. Custodians notify the EPO if they have

any doubts about removal (if they suspect the presence of a chemical in the

glassware). Custodians are also trained never to take any sharps or VWR

glass boxes from biolabs. Most of the biolabs are located in specific

buildings so custodial staff know that in these buildings they do not take

any sharps or broken glass.

The only challenge is for needles and syringes (and stuff that looks like

medical waste) from non-biolabs. Non-biolabs which use needles and syringes

collect these in punture proof plastic bins (as long as they are not

chemically contaminated) and bring them to our office for disposal. We just

throw them in Biosystems containers.

At 08:45 AM 2/1/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Regarding sharps containers, Kim wrote:

>

>"We give them a new one when they ask or when they turn in a

>full one on waste collection day."

>

>So I have some questions:

>

>Do you (health and safety folks) actually do a separate waste run for

>infectious waste at your institution?  Or is it handled by your janitorial

>staff?

>

>We have our labs order their own sharps containers, as long as they fit

>entirely inside our infectious waste boxes, which are sent for incineration.

>

>How well do you "segregate" infectious wastes?  Do you invest the time and

>energy in having an "autoclave" waste stream and an incineration waste

>stream?  If you do not have your own incinerator, are you exploring other

>(new) technologies for handling the infectious waste stream? Are you seeing

>your costs rise faster than the rate of inflation?  Are you partnering with

>waste vendors for new approaches?

>

>Thanks in advance.

>Therese M. Stinnett

>Biosafety Officer

>Health and Safety Division

>UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>

>4200 E. 9th Ave.

>

>Denver, CO 80262

>

>Phone:  303-315-6754

>Pager:   303-266-5402

>Fax:      303-315-8026

>

--=====================_1118655121==_

Content-Type: application/msword; name="Sharps disposal policy December 2000.doc";

 x-mac-type="42494E41"; x-mac-creator="4D535744"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Sharps disposal policy December 2000.doc"

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

  _=====_

 ========

 | |  | |  | |  | |

 ========

  MIT BSO

Eric Cook, Asst. Biosafety Officer

Massachusetts Institute of Technology

Biosafety Office, 56-255

77 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139-4307

(Voice) 617-258-5648

(Fax)   617-258-5856

(E-mail)ecook@mit.edu

--=====================_1118655121==_--
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Date:         Thu, 1 Feb 2001 10:16:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

Subject:      Re: HOAt?

see

http://www.appliedbiosystems.com/perseptive/cat/synth/peptide/pepcycle.htm

<http://www.appliedbiosystems.com/perseptive/cat/synth/peptide/pepcycle.htm>

Regards,

Barry Cohen (SM, NRM), (CBSP, ABSA)

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com

-----Original Message-----

From: P. Moravek [mailto:pmoravek@WPI.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 01, 2001 10:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: HOAt?

Hello,

Could you please provide the full name of this chemical (HOAt)?  I may have

purchased it, but I don't use it and cannot figure out which of our

professors has based on this chemical formula.

Also, please provide the "long hand" descriptions of the catalog numbers as

I and the professors here most certainly do not know your products simply by

the catalog numbers.

Thank you.

--P. Moravek, BB Lab Mgr

  WPI

  Worcester, MA    U.S.A.

"Joseph P. Kozlovac" wrote:

 Important HOAt Safety and Shipping Notice . . .

SEPP recently received the following information from Applied Biosystems

regarding HOAt products. If you use any of the products listed below, please

review this information. If you have any questions regarding this notice,

please contact Michael Thomas of Applied Biosystems at (650) 554-2191 . . .

Applied Biosystems Product Numbers GEN076511, GEN076513, GEN076515,

GEN076517,

GEN076S15C, and GEN076517C.

This is to inform you that Applied Biosystems has suspended general shipping

of

HOAt products pending completion of testing to determine whether HOAt should

be

reclassified as an explosive category substance pursuant to U.S. Department

of

Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN guidelines. HOAt is currently

classified as a highly flammable solid.

During recent efforts by Applied Biosystems Manufacturing Team to expand

manufacturing capabilities and qualify a new supplier to support Applied

Biosystems customers' increasing demand for high quality HOAt, a new

supplier

raised a potential concern regarding the possibility of HOAt having

explosive

properties under certain conditions. Although HOAt had passed its tests and

has

been distributed for many years without incident, Applied Biosystems

contracted

with a qualified testing laboratory to conduct additional tests to further

assess the sensitivity of the material to the effect of high heat when under

partial and defined confinement, and the shock sensitivity and detonation

propagation of the material.

Applied Biosystems received the testing laboratory's test report and

associated

measurement results, and its interpretation of the initial series of tests

that

were conducted. Applied Biosystems discussed the test results and

implications

with the testing service's technical experts and understand the test

conclusions to be as follows: Under one of the confinement and high

temperature

test conditions (exposure of a tube containing HOAt with a small opening to

propane burner flames), HOAt exhibited characteristics that may lead to a

reclassification under a Class I explosive category pursuant to U.S.

Department

of Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN Guidelines. Further testing is

required to determine whether there should be a change in HOAt's specific

shipping classification. HOAt was not sensitive to detonative shock under

the

test conditions.

In light of the initial test results indicating explosive characteristics

under

confined conditions, users should continue to avoid exposure of HOAt, or any

container containing HOAt, to heat or heat sources, flames, sparks or other

sources of ignition. (See HOAt Material Safety Data Sheet, Section 10,

"Conditions to Avoid). A copy of the current MSDS for HOAt is available on

the

Applied Biosystems web site;

www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html

<http://www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html>

As Applied Biosystems work through the testing process and to resolve the

transportation issue, they intend to suspend taking orders for delivery of

HOAt. However, if you would like to place an order for HOAt on a conditional

basis, you may place the order, and Applied Biosystems will log it in, to be

filled subject to and pending satisfactory completion of the additional

testing

and classification process.

Applied Biosystems is committed to doing everything they can to resolve this

situation, and have mobilized their internal R&D, Health and Safety,

Transportation, Product Management, and Regulatory Compliance experts for

this

purpose. Applied Biosystems is also simultaneously working to identify and

validate alternative solutions to current product packaging and shipping

methods. For example, one possible alternative is to ship HOAt in solution

(such as a solution of 0.4 M in DMF or NMP), and therefore possibly avoid

the

potential of an explosive category reclassification entirely.

Although Applied Biosystems intend to issue updates on the status of HOAt,

please feel free to contact Applied Biosystems at any time if you have

questions

or need further information.

Sincerely,

Michael Thomas

Business Unit Director

Protein and BioAssay

Tel: (650) 554-2191

Fax: (650) 554-2298

____________________________________________________________________________

__

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute - Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

____________________________________________________________________________

__
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Applied Biosystems safety and shipping notice

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20010131171926.00c96b90@mail.ncifcrf.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

OK I'll bite:

What is HOAt?

what is SEPP?

I know what DMF is

What is NMP?

Inquiring minds want to know:)

Bob

> Important HOAt Safety and Shipping Notice . . .

> SEPP recently received the following information from Applied Biosystems

> regarding HOAt products. If you use any of the products listed below, please

> review this information. If you have any questions regarding this notice,

> please contact Michael Thomas of Applied Biosystems at (650) 554-2191 . . .

> Applied Biosystems Product Numbers GEN076511, GEN076513, GEN076515,

>GEN076517,

> GEN076S15C, and GEN076517C.

> This is to inform you that Applied Biosystems has suspended general

>shipping of

> HOAt products pending completion of testing to determine whether HOAt

>should be

> reclassified as an explosive category substance pursuant to U.S.

>Department of

> Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN guidelines. HOAt is currently

> classified as a highly flammable solid.

> During recent efforts by Applied Biosystems Manufacturing Team to expand

> manufacturing capabilities and qualify a new supplier to support Applied

> Biosystems customers' increasing demand for high quality HOAt, a new

>supplier

> raised a potential concern regarding the possibility of HOAt having

>explosive

> properties under certain conditions. Although HOAt had passed its tests and

> has

> been distributed for many years without incident, Applied Biosystems

>contracted

> with a qualified testing laboratory to conduct additional tests to further

> assess the sensitivity of the material to the effect of high heat when under

> partial and defined confinement, and the shock sensitivity and detonation

> propagation of the material.

> Applied Biosystems received the testing laboratory's test report and

>associated

> measurement results, and its interpretation of the initial series of

>tests that

> were conducted. Applied Biosystems discussed the test results and

>implications

> with the testing service's technical experts and understand the test

> conclusions to be as follows: Under one of the confinement and high

>temperature

> test conditions (exposure of a tube containing HOAt with a small opening to

> propane burner flames), HOAt exhibited characteristics that may lead to a

> reclassification under a Class I explosive category pursuant to U.S.

>Department

> of Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN Guidelines. Further testing is

> required to determine whether there should be a change in HOAt's specific

> shipping classification. HOAt was not sensitive to detonative shock under

>the

> test conditions.

> In light of the initial test results indicating explosive characteristics

>under

> confined conditions, users should continue to avoid exposure of HOAt, or any

> container containing HOAt, to heat or heat sources, flames, sparks or other

> sources of ignition. (See HOAt Material Safety Data Sheet, Section 10,

> "Conditions to Avoid). A copy of the current MSDS for HOAt is available

>on the

> Applied Biosystems web site;

>

><http://www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html>www.appliedbiosystems.com/sea

>rch/msds.<http://www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html>html

> As Applied Biosystems work through the testing process and to resolve the

> transportation issue, they intend to suspend taking orders for delivery of

> HOAt. However, if you would like to place an order for HOAt on a conditional

> basis, you may place the order, and Applied Biosystems will log it in, to be

> filled subject to and pending satisfactory completion of the additional

>testing

> and classification process.

> Applied Biosystems is committed to doing everything they can to resolve this

> situation, and have mobilized their internal R&D, Health and Safety,

> Transportation, Product Management, and Regulatory Compliance experts for

>this

> purpose. Applied Biosystems is also simultaneously working to identify and

> validate alternative solutions to current product packaging and shipping

> methods. For example, one possible alternative is to ship HOAt in solution

> (such as a solution of 0.4 M in DMF or NMP), and therefore possibly avoid

>the

> potential of an explosive category reclassification entirely.

> Although Applied Biosystems intend to issue updates on the status of HOAt,

> please feel free to contact Applied Biosystems at any time if you have

> questions

> or need further information.

> Sincerely,

> Michael Thomas

> Business Unit Director

> Protein and BioAssay

> Tel: (650) 554-2191

> Fax: (650) 554-2298

>

>______________________________________________________________________________

>

> Biological Safety Officer

> Safety and Environmental Protection Program

> SAIC-Frederick

> National Cancer Institute - Frederick

>

> (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

> email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

>

>______________________________________________________________________________ >

>

>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste
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Mime-Version: 1.0
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Why would chemicaly contaminated needle or syringes be a problem?  If they

do not have significant amounts of chemical, The items are not considered

to be a, "HAZARDOUS WASTE".  They are classified as deminimus and are not

regulated. , They can be treated as a biowaste(The next hazard), since they

are not a chemical waste.

bob

>Be aware that some of these needles may be considered chemically hazardous

>waste and the company you pay to take your biowaste may not be equipped to

>transport or dispose of chemical waste. On the other hand if you use red

>biohazard sharps containers to collect these chemically contaminated sharps

>then your chemical waste haulers may not be able to take it. Last year at

>MIT we went through hell trying to sort all of this out but we have a great

>system in place now.

>

>Eric Cook

>Asst. Biosafety Officer, MIT

>

>At 10:46 AM 2/1/01 +1100, you wrote:

>>        Kim Auletta wrote:

>>        "As you can guess, this has been alot of fun trying to explain to my

>>        chemists and geologists that their gas chromatograph needles must go

>>out

>>        the same way the needles in the hospital go out! But, they're

>>finally

>>        seeing the light & comply when I bring them a sharps container &

>>threaten

>>        to bring the DEC inspector around to their lab the next time they're

>>on

>>        campus!"

>>

>>What sort of sharps containers do you provide? Are they the same as those

>>used in biomedical settings, marked with the biohazard symbol?

>>

>>Peter.

>>

>>Peter  Le Blanc Smith

>>Biocontainment Microbiologist

>>CSIRO Livestock Industries

>>Australian Animal Health Laboratory

>>Private Bag 24

>>Geelong    Vic    3220

>>Australia

>>

>>http://www.li.csiro.au

>>Ph:  +61 3 5227 5451

>>Fax: +61 3 5227 5555

>>E-mail address. Peter.Le.Blanc.Smith@li.csiro.au

>>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Biowaste, chemical waste and solid waste are each handled by separate

groups.  Chemical waste is handled by a contractor through my office.

Biowaste and solid waste are handled by Custodial Services with our

guidance for the biowaste.  Biowaste and solid waste must be handled

separately by state law. we have a special group of biowaste workers.

bob

>Regarding sharps containers, Kim wrote:

>

>"We give them a new one when they ask or when they turn in a

>full one on waste collection day."

>

>So I have some questions:

>

>Do you (health and safety folks) actually do a separate waste run for

>infectious waste at your institution?  Or is it handled by your janitorial

>staff?

>

>We have our labs order their own sharps containers, as long as they fit

>entirely inside our infectious waste boxes, which are sent for incineration.

>

>How well do you "segregate" infectious wastes?  Do you invest the time and

>energy in having an "autoclave" waste stream and an incineration waste

>stream?  If you do not have your own incinerator, are you exploring other

>(new) technologies for handling the infectious waste stream? Are you seeing

>your costs rise faster than the rate of inflation?  Are you partnering with

>waste vendors for new approaches?

>

>Thanks in advance.

>Therese M. Stinnett

>Biosafety Officer

>Health and Safety Division

>UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>

>4200 E. 9th Ave.

>

>Denver, CO 80262

>

>Phone:  303-315-6754

>Pager:   303-266-5402

>Fax:      303-315-8026

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety
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Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste
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The string on regulated medical waste has been very interesting.

One question to Larry - My apologies but where are you located - what state?

Suggest you contact the regulatory agency of record as others have suggested

and also know where your waste goes - while it may be generated in state X,

you may have issues in state Y.

Regards,

Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

WNWN International

115 Lyons Road

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Hubert B Olipares <olipares@HAWAII.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

In-Reply-To:  <6BEA986C778BD311B7A60090274E8A34010C4FC1@exchange.geel.li.csiro.au>

MIME-version: 1.0
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Here at University of Hawaii, we consider anything that can puncture a

autoclave bag as sharp, more conservative than our state

regulation.  These item includes pipets, pipet tips, syringe, needles,

broken tissue culture flask, glass slides, cover slips, etc.

We have a Medical Vitrification firm that provides us with sharp

containers.  Biological contaminated sharps are all placed in RED sharp

containers (as prescibed by our state OSHA Biological Agents and

Bloodborne Pathogen Standard) and chemical contaminated sharps are placed

in other colored sharps containers (yellow or opaque) with the biohazard

symbol deleted.  To deal with hazardous wastes preception (gas

chromatograph, dye/stain injection) we have asked the users to rinse the

syringe and needles and collect the rinsate.

 ==============================================================================

Hubert B. Olipares, RBP

Biological Safety Officer

University of Hawaii

Environmental Health and Safety Office

2040 East-West Road

Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2022

Telephone:              808-956-3197

Fax:                    808-956-3205

Biosafety Prgm. E-mail: biosafe@hawaii.edu

Personnel E-Mail:       olipares@hawaii.edu

Website:                http://www.hawaii.edu/ehso/bio/

Happy Valentine Day.....Wednesday, February 14th.

 ==============================================================================
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HOAt is 1-Hydroxy-7-azobenzotriazole,

NMP is n-Methylpyrrolidone,

I don't know what SEPP is.

Steve D'Alessandro

EH&S Manager

_________________________________________________________________

Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com
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SEPP is Safety and Environmental Protection Program

At 02:23 PM 02/01/2001 -0500, you wrote:

>HOAt is 1-Hydroxy-7-azobenzotriazole,

>NMP is n-Methylpyrrolidone,

>I don't know what SEPP is.

>

>

>Steve D'Alessandro

>EH&S Manager

>

>

>

>_________________________________________________________________

>Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com

>

Randall S. Morin, Dr.P.H.

Manager, Safety & Environmental Protection Program

SAIC Frederick, National Cancer Institute at Frederick

Fort Detrick, Frederick, MD 21702-1201

(301) 846-1740, email:  morin@mail.ncifcrf.gov

Fax:  (301) 846-6619
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Does anyone know the answers to the following:

*       I would like to know the p.s.i. requirements

for the air, vacuum, water, and gas for our new science lab. Construction

will begin in June.  If you could let me know the min. and max. I would

greatly appreciate it.

*       Is it necessary to have a 3 foot diameter around each emergency

eyewash/shower demarcated by a green stripe? We have 2 eyewashes and 1

shower in each room. Our lab tables and student desks are in the 3' diameter

area........Our janitor is planning on putting in green tile instead of the

stripe (the paint will be buffed off when they wax the floor) this is a big

expense as we have 22 classrooms. Is this necessary or is it it really a

waste of money?

Thanks,

Sam

> ----------

> From:         Ed Krisiunas[SMTP:EKrisiunas@AOL.COM]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, February 01, 2001 12:48 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste

>

> The string on regulated medical waste has been very interesting.

>

> One question to Larry - My apologies but where are you located - what

> state?

> Suggest you contact the regulatory agency of record as others have

> suggested

> and also know where your waste goes - while it may be generated in state

> X,

> you may have issues in state Y.

>

> Regards,

>

> Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

> WNWN International

> 115 Lyons Road

> Burlington, Connecticut

> 06013

> 860-675-1217

> 860-675-1311(fax)

>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Donna K Spragan <donna.spragan@AVENTIS.COM>

Subject:      Categorizing rDNA Plasmids

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello everyone!

Question:  What category does recombinant DNA plasmid (replication

deficient) fall under?

Background:  I am trying to find a disinfectant for rDNA plasmid.  Although

I realize soap and water would do, lab personnel, by second nature, reach

for a hypochlorite solution in the event of a spill.  Is that sufficient?

Will that communicate that the plasmid is infectious and require a higher

containment and risk group level.  What is the appropriate category for rDNA

plasmid (replication deficient)?  It's not a Bacterial spore, hydrophilic

virus, Lipophilic virus, fungal, parasitic, or a vegetative bacteria agent.

Because the plasmid is  obtained by fermentation of an engineered E. Coli

cell line using pCOR technology, the host range for replication is

considerably limited. Is the Host Vector system (the DNA plasmid)

characterized as a Bacterial agent because of the E. Coli?

Donna K Spragan

Senior Safety Specialist

Aventis Pharmaceuticals

3825 Bay Center Place

Hayward, CA 94545

Tel: (510) 266-5058

Fax: (510) 266-5019

Email: donna.spragan@aventis.com
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Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste
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Can we sum up the discussion with the following?

the haz waste in sharps should be separated from the regular bio-hazard =

stream

even biologically-contaminated materials used in non-human applications sh =

be handled as bio-hazard

BMPs might be treating sharp items as bio-hazard

I am not sure the first is necessary and the second and third required.  =

But I am ready to listen...

Norm

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor

Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

Fax: 301-862-0281

email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU>

Subject:      liquid medical waste

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

I'm looking for advice on decontaminating blood or blood components.  Is

it permissible to mix the blood or blood component (primarily plasma)

with bleach, therfore killing any pathogens and then flushing it down

the drain?  Or can I autoclave it and then flush it?

FYI, these blood wastes are generated in a hematology/immunology

teaching laboratory setting where blood is centrifuged and either the

cells or supernatant is used depending on the particular exercise.

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Applied Biosystems safety and shipping notice

In-Reply-To:  <l03130301b69f0e767d1c@[129.22.180.183]>
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Well Bob,

SEPP is the Safety and Environmental Protection Program at the National

Cancer Institute - Frederick.

HOAt is a 7-aza derivative of HOBt.  It is a new catalyst sold exclusively

by PerSeptive Biosystems. According to the manufacturer, HOAt offers

increased catalytic activity and decreases racemization during amino acid

coupling. HOAt also inhibits side reactions such as formation of N-acyl

urea, and increases coupling efficiencies to improve overall yield and

purity of the final peptide. HOAt can be used in conjunction with active

esters and all in situ reagents in both Fmoc and tBoc methods.

At 01:02 PM 2/1/01 +0000, you wrote:

>OK I'll bite:

>What is HOAt?

>what is SEPP?

>I know what DMF is

>What is NMP?

>

>Inquiring minds want to know:)

>

>Bob

>

> > Important HOAt Safety and Shipping Notice . . .

> > SEPP recently received the following information from Applied Biosystems

> > regarding HOAt products. If you use any of the products listed below,

> please

> > review this information. If you have any questions regarding this notice,

> > please contact Michael Thomas of Applied Biosystems at (650) 554-2191 . . .

> > Applied Biosystems Product Numbers GEN076511, GEN076513, GEN076515,

> >GEN076517,

> > GEN076S15C, and GEN076517C.

> > This is to inform you that Applied Biosystems has suspended general

> >shipping of

> > HOAt products pending completion of testing to determine whether HOAt

> >should be

> > reclassified as an explosive category substance pursuant to U.S.

> >Department of

> > Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN guidelines. HOAt is currently

> > classified as a highly flammable solid.

> > During recent efforts by Applied Biosystems Manufacturing Team to expand

> > manufacturing capabilities and qualify a new supplier to support Applied

> > Biosystems customers' increasing demand for high quality HOAt, a new

> >supplier

> > raised a potential concern regarding the possibility of HOAt having

> >explosive

> > properties under certain conditions. Although HOAt had passed its tests and

> > has

> > been distributed for many years without incident, Applied Biosystems

> >contracted

> > with a qualified testing laboratory to conduct additional tests to further

> > assess the sensitivity of the material to the effect of high heat when

> under

> > partial and defined confinement, and the shock sensitivity and detonation

> > propagation of the material.

> > Applied Biosystems received the testing laboratory's test report and

> >associated

> > measurement results, and its interpretation of the initial series of

> >tests that

> > were conducted. Applied Biosystems discussed the test results and

> >implications

> > with the testing service's technical experts and understand the test

> > conclusions to be as follows: Under one of the confinement and high

> >temperature

> > test conditions (exposure of a tube containing HOAt with a small opening to

> > propane burner flames), HOAt exhibited characteristics that may lead to a

> > reclassification under a Class I explosive category pursuant to U.S.

> >Department

> > of Transportation (DOT) regulations and UN Guidelines. Further testing is

> > required to determine whether there should be a change in HOAt's specific

> > shipping classification. HOAt was not sensitive to detonative shock under

> >the

> > test conditions.

> > In light of the initial test results indicating explosive characteristics

> >under

> > confined conditions, users should continue to avoid exposure of HOAt,

> or any

> > container containing HOAt, to heat or heat sources, flames, sparks or other

> > sources of ignition. (See HOAt Material Safety Data Sheet, Section 10,

> > "Conditions to Avoid). A copy of the current MSDS for HOAt is available

> >on the

> > Applied Biosystems web site;

> >

> ><http://www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html>www.appliedbiosystems.

> com/sea

> >rch/msds.<http://www.appliedbiosystems.com/search/msds.html>html

> > As Applied Biosystems work through the testing process and to resolve the

> > transportation issue, they intend to suspend taking orders for delivery of

> > HOAt. However, if you would like to place an order for HOAt on a

> conditional

> > basis, you may place the order, and Applied Biosystems will log it in,

> to be

> > filled subject to and pending satisfactory completion of the additional

> >testing

> > and classification process.

> > Applied Biosystems is committed to doing everything they can to resolve

> this

> > situation, and have mobilized their internal R&D, Health and Safety,

> > Transportation, Product Management, and Regulatory Compliance experts for

> >this

> > purpose. Applied Biosystems is also simultaneously working to identify and

> > validate alternative solutions to current product packaging and shipping

> > methods. For example, one possible alternative is to ship HOAt in solution

> > (such as a solution of 0.4 M in DMF or NMP), and therefore possibly avoid

> >the

> > potential of an explosive category reclassification entirely.

> > Although Applied Biosystems intend to issue updates on the status of HOAt,

> > please feel free to contact Applied Biosystems at any time if you have

> > questions

> > or need further information.

> > Sincerely,

> > Michael Thomas

> > Business Unit Director

> > Protein and BioAssay

> > Tel: (650) 554-2191

> > Fax: (650) 554-2298

> >

> >_________________________________________________________________________

> _____

> >

> > Biological Safety Officer

> > Safety and Environmental Protection Program

> > SAIC-Frederick

> > National Cancer Institute - Frederick

> >

> > (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

> > email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

> >

> >_________________________________________________________________________

> _____ >

> >

> >

>

>

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Subject:      Re: liquid medical waste

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Hi Lori.  I've done both. In my opinion, it is easier to dispose of

bleach-deconned blood down the drain.  This is acceptable as long as the

drain is connected to sanitary sewer systems. Autoclaving also certainly is

effective, but flushing will be impossible because plasma congeals at

autoclaving temps.

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Lori Keen [SMTP:keel@CALVIN.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, February 02, 2001 8:36 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      liquid medical waste

>

> I'm looking for advice on decontaminating blood or blood components.  Is

> it permissible to mix the blood or blood component (primarily plasma)

> with bleach, therfore killing any pathogens and then flushing it down

> the drain?  Or can I autoclave it and then flush it?

> FYI, these blood wastes are generated in a hematology/immunology

> teaching laboratory setting where blood is centrifuged and either the

> cells or supernatant is used depending on the particular exercise.
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: liquid medical waste
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Like medical/infectious waste the issue of whether blood or components can

go down a drain is a local decision of the water treatment officials.  Most

(in MA) allow blood & components to go into the sanitary sewer without

treatment.  Bleaching would be nice for the plumbers and reduce surface

contamination for the folks in the lab.  Autoclaving blood, etc. can be a

bit stinky.

At 08:35 AM 02/02/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I'm looking for advice on decontaminating blood or blood components.  Is

>it permissible to mix the blood or blood component (primarily plasma)

>with bleach, therfore killing any pathogens and then flushing it down

>the drain?  Or can I autoclave it and then flush it?

>FYI, these blood wastes are generated in a hematology/immunology

>teaching laboratory setting where blood is centrifuged and either the

>cells or supernatant is used depending on the particular exercise.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Can you all withstand another survey?  If yes I'd appreciate my colleagues input

on the control of natural gas plumbing and the use of flames inside of

biological safety cabinets.

Please mark up this e-mail as needed and send your responses back to me at

jpointer@mdanderson.org - not to the list.

I'll tally the results, if I have 5 or more responses, and report them back to

the list for everyone's information without associated names and places.

My questions are:

1.  Does your safety department take a position on the plumbing of natural gas

lines to, or the use of flames inside of, biological safety cabinets?  YES or NO

2.  If yes, is this position?

a. simply consultation/advice and discouragement of use, or a prudent practice

guidelines statement, or is it

b. a formal written institutional policy endorsed by administration?

3.  Does your position or policy indicate:

a.  no plumbing of natural gas lines to, or no use of flames inside of. IIA

biological safety cabinets?

b.  no plumbing of natural gas lines to, or no use of flames inside of, IIB1

biological safety cabinets?

c.  no plumbing of natural gas lines to, or no use of flames inside of, IIB2

biological safety cabinets?

4.  indicate the broad categories or type of institute you work for, i.e.

private or government, pharmaceutical, hospital, clinic, research institute,

university, vivarium, etc. ______

Include comments or further explanation if needed: ______

Thanks,

Judy Pointer
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Categorizing rDNA Plasmids

In-Reply-To:  <55396F6C3DA1D411988200508BD949942E2C82@SCLSMXSUSR01>
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At 02:44 PM 02/01/01 -0600, you wrote:

>Hello everyone!

>

>Question:  What category does recombinant DNA plasmid (replication

>deficient) fall under?

A naked plasmid is nonliving, and is considered a chemical - i.e. a strand

of DNA.  Once it goes into a cell then you have a recombinant organism.

>Background:  I am trying to find a disinfectant for rDNA plasmid.

You can't disinfect it as plasmids are not considered infectious (though

there is some evidence that they can be), you can denature it with

aldehydes or dnases.

>  Although

>I realize soap and water would do, lab personnel, by second nature, reach

>for a hypochlorite solution in the event of a spill.  Is that sufficient?

Sure, unless the plasmid contains near full length pathogen genome, it is

not much of a concern.

>Will that communicate that the plasmid is infectious

Is the plasmid infectious?

>   What is the appropriate category for rDNA

>plasmid (replication deficient)?

Do you mean that when inserted into a bacteria it deadends - no internal

replication, not even when the cell replicates?

>  Is the Host Vector system (the DNA plasmid)

>characterized as a Bacterial agent because of the E. Coli?

It is a vector (i.e. carries rDNA genes into a organism).

>Donna K Spragan

>Senior Safety Specialist

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Subject:      Re: Short survey on natural gas in BSCs
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Judy Pointer wrote:

> Can you all withstand another survey?  If yes I'd appreciate my colleagues input

> on the control of natural gas plumbing and the use of flames inside of

> biological safety cabinets.

>

> Please mark up this e-mail as needed and send your responses back to me at

> jpointer@mdanderson.org - not to the list.

> I'll tally the results, if I have 5 or more responses, and report them back to

> the list for everyone's information without associated names and places.

>

> My questions are:

> 1.  Does your safety department take a position on the plumbing of natural gas

> lines to, or the use of flames inside of, biological safety cabinets?  YES or NO

> 2.  If yes, is this position?

> a. simply consultation/advice and discouragement of use, or a prudent practice

> guidelines statement, or is it

> b. a formal written institutional policy endorsed by administration?

> 3.  Does your position or policy indicate:

> a.  no plumbing of natural gas lines to, or no use of flames inside of. IIA

> biological safety cabinets?

> b.  no plumbing of natural gas lines to, or no use of flames inside of, IIB1

> biological safety cabinets?

> c.  no plumbing of natural gas lines to, or no use of flames inside of, IIB2

> biological safety cabinets?

> 4.  indicate the broad categories or type of institute you work for, i.e.

> private or government, pharmaceutical, hospital, clinic, research institute,

> university, vivarium, etc. ______

>

> Include comments or further explanation if needed: ___Due to the type of work

> perfomed inside a BSC there is a need for flame sterilization. I will agree that a

> large bunsen burner may create to much heat convection and disturb the air flow,

> but the smaller burners with the tap flame adjustments appear to work just fine

> and to our testing have not interfered with the air currents.

>

> ___

>

> Thanks,

> Judy Pointer

--

Lawrence J. Hawkins

OMRF

825 NE 13th

Oklahoma City, OK 73104

Voice: 405.271.7266

Fax: 405.271.7012

E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu
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Find out what other Safety, Health and Environmental Professionals in your

field are making!   Use the information to negotiate your salary and

benefits package...

Salary results are shown by STATE and include information such as employer

size, education, safety certifications, years of experience, etc.  Currently

377 fellow SH&E professionals have enter information into our database.  The

more data we can collect the more useful the information we can provide to

you. Please refer this site to as many Safety & Health Professionals as you

can.

You are invited to complete a safety and health salary survey.  Please go to

the following URL: http://www.poweroffive.com/survey.htm  and answer the 13

questions...should take less than 1 minute of your time.  Once you have

entered your Salary Survey information into our database you can view the

results.

If you have already completed the Salary Survey you can view the results by

clicking on the following URL:

http://www.poweroffive.com/Results/resultmenu.html.

Your suggestions are always welcome, let us know if you are interested in

information not currently available by clicking here:

http://www.poweroffive.com/comment.htm

Thank you, in advance, for your time.  Spread the word!

Paul L. Asher

Corporate Safety Director

Barrett Business Services, Inc.

paul.asher@bbsihq.com

http://www.poweroffive.com
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Subject:      Laser Flow Cytometry
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Can anyone comment on potential biosafety issues associated with Laser Flow

Cytometry and, if present, precautionary measures used in mitigating the

associated risks?

Thank you,

David H. Senjem

Mayo Clinic
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Subject:      Re: Laser Flow Cytometry
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Laser Flow cytometry should not pose any hazards if you are using a modern

device. Normally the laser beam, is enclosed and the bay can Only be opened

by a service individual. When it happens you must defeat a safety interlock,

which normally would shut the beam.

These kind of devices are considered class 1 under the ANSI 136.1, Usually a

higher class laser is embedded or enclosed. Bottom line you do not have

access to the beam's radiation. my 5 centavos  worth. Thanks

Jairo Betancourt

University of Miami
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Braun <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Clincial Hold on aav trials

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20010202134540.00afcd80@hesiod>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear all,

        We just learned that in mid-December the FDA put a nationwide hold on

clinical trails involving adeno-associated virus vectors. The hold was

released in mid-January. Apparently someone injected (iv) newborn mice with

an aav vector and 18 months later some of the mice came down with liver

cancer.  The hold was released on the condition that the informed consent

statement reflect this finding.

        We know nothing more about this and wonder if anyone else has further

information.

Andy

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

Subject:      Re: Laser Flow Cytometry

Have you considered the possibility of deflection and spatter in the flow

streams?

If you are working with unfixed infectious material, this could be an issue.

Barry Cohen (SM, NRM), (CBSP, ABSA)

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Jairo Betancourt [mailto:jairob@MIAMI.EDU]

Sent: Monday, February 05, 2001 8:18 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Laser Flow Cytometry

Laser Flow cytometry should not pose any hazards if you are using a modern

device. Normally the laser beam, is enclosed and the bay can Only be opened

by a service individual. When it happens you must defeat a safety interlock,

which normally would shut the beam.

These kind of devices are considered class 1 under the ANSI 136.1, Usually a

higher class laser is embedded or enclosed. Bottom line you do not have

access to the beam's radiation. my 5 centavos  worth. Thanks

Jairo Betancourt

University of Miami
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From:         Janice Flesher <janice.flesher@BMS.COM>

Organization: Bristol-Myers Squibb

Subject:      Re: Laser Flow Cytometry
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David,

See the following 2 papers;

Introduction to the biosafety guidelines for sorting of unfixed cells, Ingrid

Schmid and Phillip Dean

Biosafety guidelines for sorting unfixed cells, Ingrid Schmid, et al.

in Cytometry, Vol 28, Issue 2, 1997.

Janice

"Senjem, David H." wrote:

> Can anyone comment on potential biosafety issues associated with Laser Flow

> Cytometry and, if present, precautionary measures used in mitigating the

> associated risks?

>

> Thank you,

>

> David H. Senjem

> Mayo Clinic

--------------F4C8A0B4D966A8AB7950242B

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="janice.flesher.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Janice Flesher

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="janice.flesher.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Flesher;Janice

tel;fax:(609) 818-5638

tel;work:(609) 818-5630

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

org:Bristol-Myers Squibb Company;<img src=open"http://www.webshots.com/photos/imgs3/1/2201-mid.jpg">

adr:;;P.O. Box 5400;Princeton;NJ;08543-5400;

version:2.1

email;internet:janice.flesher@bms.com

title:Environmental Health & Safety

fn:Janice Flesher

end:vcard

--------------F4C8A0B4D966A8AB7950242B--
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Laser Flow Cytometry

MIME-Version: 1.0
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also check out

Ferbas, J., K.R. Chadwick, A. Logar, A.E. Patterson, R.W. Gilpin, and J.B.

Margolick.  1995.  Assessment of aerosol containment on the Elite flow

cytometer.  Cytometry. 22:45-47.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Janice Flesher [mailto:janice.flesher@BMS.COM]

Sent: Monday, February 05, 2001 9:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Laser Flow Cytometry

David,

See the following 2 papers;

Introduction to the biosafety guidelines for sorting of unfixed cells,

Ingrid

Schmid and Phillip Dean

Biosafety guidelines for sorting unfixed cells, Ingrid Schmid, et al.

in Cytometry, Vol 28, Issue 2, 1997.

Janice

"Senjem, David H." wrote:

> Can anyone comment on potential biosafety issues associated with Laser

Flow

> Cytometry and, if present, precautionary measures used in mitigating the

> associated risks?

>

> Thank you,

>

> David H. Senjem

> Mayo Clinic
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Medscape article of interest....

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Here is a website with the summary of a J. Virology article that may be of

interest. I heard part of a discussion about this article when I was driving

to work--it was a hot topic on NPR!

MOUSEPOX EXPRESSING INTERLEUKIN-4 IS LETHAL TO NORMALLY RESISTANT MICE

During animal trials to develop an immunocontraceptive vaccine, Australian

researchers inadvertently created a lethal mousepox virus, one that kills

mice genetically resistant to or recently vaccinated with mousepox.

http://id.medscape.com/33118.rhtml?srcmp=id-020201

<a href="http://id.medscape.com/33118.rhtml?srcmp=id-020201"> Read it

Here</a>

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Claudia Mickelson <claudiam@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Clincial Hold on aav trials

In-Reply-To:  <5.0.2.1.0.20010205090930.00a8fad0@127.0.0.1>

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Dear Biosafety Group,

The NIH RAC and the FDA will be discussing this at the March RAC meeting, a

mini-AAV Safety symposium.  Various AAV researchers will be presenting

pre-clinical animal data.  The agenda & discussion will be on the web as

part of the RAC meeting.

Claudia Mickelson

At 09:13 AM 2/5/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Dear all,

>        We just learned that in mid-December the FDA put a nationwide hold on

>clinical trails involving adeno-associated virus vectors. The hold was

>released in mid-January. Apparently someone injected (iv) newborn mice with

>an aav vector and 18 months later some of the mice came down with liver

>cancer.  The hold was released on the condition that the informed consent

>statement reflect this finding.

>        We know nothing more about this and wonder if anyone else has further

>information.

>Andy

>

Claudia Mickelson, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

MIT 56-255

77 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139-4307

ph:  617-253-1740

fax: 617-258-5856
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Mendoza <lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU>

Organization: VCU OEHS Biological/Chemical Safety Section

Subject:      Re: Sharps as Regulated Medical Waste
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
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I want to thank you all for your help.  We looked at the DEQ state regs and

figured out that "Sharps likely to be contaminated with organisms that are

pathogenic to healthy humans, and all sharps used in patient care or veterinary

practice are regulated medical wastes."

Larry Mendoza

--------------C39E2E20156C3524DB500F1D

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="lgmendoz.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Larry Mendoza

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="lgmendoz.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Mendoza;Larry

tel;pager:804-5762520

tel;fax:804-828-1773

tel;work:804-828-7899

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:hthttp://views.vcu.edu/oehs/chemical/lmendoza.html

org:Virginia Commonwealth University;Office of Environmental Health and Safety-Biological Chemical Safety Section

version:2.1

email;internet:lgmendoz@hsc.vcu.edu

title:Biosafety Inspector

adr;quoted-printable:;;Sanger Hall B2-004=0D=0A1101 East Marshall Street=0D=0APO Box 980112;Richmond;Virginia;23298-0112;USA

fn:Larry Mendoza

end:vcard
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From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Pathogenicity of Rabbit Pox Virus for Humans?
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Hi everyone, this is my first time posting on listserver.  I have

several questions concerning rabbit pox virus.  Does anyone know where

information can be found concerning the possible pathogenicity and

safety precautions that should be taken when working with this virus?  I

have been through Fields Ref., BMBL, Clinical Micro books and have

reviewed several journal articles with not much luck.

Thanks in advance,

Mark Campbell

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis Univ. Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314)577-8608

e-mail:  campbem@slu.edu
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Subject:      Re: liquid medical waste

In-Reply-To:  <sa7a7169.085@gwise.calvin.edu>
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Lori -

The California Medical Wate Management Act was recently revised to permit

predisposal treatment of blood and other liquid and semiliquid lab wastes

by chemical means that include hypochlorite and other materials deemed

effective by certain defined professional groups (including ABSA!).  This

law change was brought about mainly because people, mainly lab folks (the

clinical types seemed much more cavalier about blood disposal), had been

bleaching blood prior to disposal for so long someone decided it should be

formally OKed.  It remains very common practice in CA and is legit so long

as the local POTW was no problems with the hypochlorite load, and very few

do, given the tremendous dilutions encountered in most waste water streams.

 Very few people that I know autoclave blood before disposal, because of

the reasons mentioned by Karen (clotting) and Richie (stench).

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director, EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857

==============================================

At 08:35 AM 2/2/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I'm looking for advice on decontaminating blood or blood components.  Is

>it permissible to mix the blood or blood component (primarily plasma)

>with bleach, therfore killing any pathogens and then flushing it down

>the drain?  Or can I autoclave it and then flush it?

>FYI, these blood wastes are generated in a hematology/immunology

>teaching laboratory setting where blood is centrifuged and either the

>cells or supernatant is used depending on the particular exercise.

>
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Hi Mark,

According to the Encyclopedia of Virology, rabbitpox virus is a variant of

vaccinia virus.  "The name 'rabbitpox' was originally given to devastating

outbreaks of a generalized disease, likened ot smallpox in man, in a colony

of laboratory rabbits at the Rockefeller Institute of Medical research in

New York in 1932=34.  Other scientists had been working with neurovaccinia

virus in rabbits in an adjacent room before the outbreak.  The virus

recovered from the outbreak, which was called rabbitpox virus, was shown to

be very similar to neurovaccinia virus in its biological properties, and

subsequently the restriction map of the Utrecht strain was found to be

almost identical with that of vaccinia virus."   So, you are dealing with

vaccinia virus, which is a risk group 2 agent.

Generally vaccination with vaccinia is recommended by the CDC but your

occupational physician should weigh the risk from vaccination with vaccinia

against the risk of a lab acquired infection.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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I agree with Glenn, and would add that as biosafety professionals, we ought

to argue(although not successfully with some regulators, I admit) that

disposal of blood down the drain is, in fact, disposal to a treatment system

since that is where the waste water is going (to a waste water TREATMENT

facility).  Concerns about plumbers etc, while valid,are occupational health

concerns not "public health" concerns.  I would also caution that those of

you who may have stainless steel drains might want to think twice before

allowing personnel to pour bleach down the drain since the bleach will

ultimately eat it's way through the drains and onto your floors.  Been there

and seen it happen.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Glenn Funk" <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, February 05, 2001 11:19 AM

Subject: Re: liquid medical waste

> Lori -

>

> The California Medical Wate Management Act was recently revised to permit

> predisposal treatment of blood and other liquid and semiliquid lab wastes

> by chemical means that include hypochlorite and other materials deemed

> effective by certain defined professional groups (including ABSA!).  This

> law change was brought about mainly because people, mainly lab folks (the

> clinical types seemed much more cavalier about blood disposal), had been

> bleaching blood prior to disposal for so long someone decided it should be

> formally OKed.  It remains very common practice in CA and is legit so long

> as the local POTW was no problems with the hypochlorite load, and very few

> do, given the tremendous dilutions encountered in most waste water

streams.

>  Very few people that I know autoclave blood before disposal, because of

> the reasons mentioned by Karen (clotting) and Richie (stench).

>

> -- Glenn

>

> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> Director, EH&S

> Aviron

> 408-845-8857

>

> ==============================================

>

> At 08:35 AM 2/2/01 -0500, you wrote:

> >I'm looking for advice on decontaminating blood or blood components.  Is

> >it permissible to mix the blood or blood component (primarily plasma)

> >with bleach, therfore killing any pathogens and then flushing it down

> >the drain?  Or can I autoclave it and then flush it?

> >FYI, these blood wastes are generated in a hematology/immunology

> >teaching laboratory setting where blood is centrifuged and either the

> >cells or supernatant is used depending on the particular exercise.

> >

>
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Karen Byers posted an article of interest from Medscape. The following web

site may also be of interest.

http://genetech.csiro.au/MouseVirus.html

Peter.

Peter  Le Blanc Smith

Biocontainment Microbiologist

CSIRO Livestock Industries

Australian Animal Health Laboratory

Private Bag 24

Geelong    Vic    3220

Australia

http://www.li.csiro.au

Ph:  +61 3 5227 5451

Fax: +61 3 5227 5555

E-mail address. Peter.Le.Blanc.Smith@li.csiro.au
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Thanks Stacy for the references on the mousepox - IL4 scare.

Judy
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I am having a disagreement with a professor, and I would like to solicit the

opinions of the list.  It may help our Biosafety Committee if there is a

consensus in the biosafety community.

The professor is teaching an undergrad course in ethology.  As part of the

course, the students will do some dog training.  The proposal is that the

dogs will be from the Humane Society shelter.

My objections are that 1) the students will be handling the dogs, 2) the

dogs are not known to be vaccinated, 3) the students have not been

vaccinated for rabies, 4) the dogs will not be held for two weeks after the

class (most will be routinely euthanized).  I think that the risk is low,

but unacceptable since there are other sources of dogs.  I am also concerned

about public perception, since this is an undergrad class.

The professor says "The probability of the students in the proposed course

contracting rabies as a result of training shelter dogs is vanishingly small

and should be of no concern to the university."  Her calculation is that the

probability of contracting rabies as a result of a shelter dog bite is

5/1,000,000, and the probability of a bite is low.

Would you allow this to take place as described?  If not, what precautions

should be taken?

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu
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I think that one could reduce the risks further by taking the following

precautions.

1) Arrange for vaccination of all the dogs before work begins.

2) Quarantine the animals for one week prior to contact with the students.

3) Have pre-established procedures to follow if a bite occurs.

4) Have students sign an informed consent outlining the potential dangers

of working with these dogs.

5) Take care to select dogs with the best temperments.

6) I don't know how many dogs they plan to work with, but by limiting the

numbers which will be euthanized or by arranging adoption prior to

beginning work should help to limit any negative public perception. By

training and vaccinating the dogs, one would think that these dogs would be

more desirable for adoption and it should work in your favor. Some of the

students may also want to continue the "work" at home and adopt a dog

themselves.

At 10:04 AM 2/6/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I am having a disagreement with a professor, and I would like to solicit the

>opinions of the list.  It may help our Biosafety Committee if there is a

>consensus in the biosafety community.

>

>The professor is teaching an undergrad course in ethology.  As part of the

>course, the students will do some dog training.  The proposal is that the

>dogs will be from the Humane Society shelter.

>

>My objections are that 1) the students will be handling the dogs, 2) the

>dogs are not known to be vaccinated, 3) the students have not been

>vaccinated for rabies, 4) the dogs will not be held for two weeks after the

>class (most will be routinely euthanized).  I think that the risk is low,

>but unacceptable since there are other sources of dogs.  I am also concerned

>about public perception, since this is an undergrad class.

>

>The professor says "The probability of the students in the proposed course

>contracting rabies as a result of training shelter dogs is vanishingly small

>and should be of no concern to the university."  Her calculation is that the

>probability of contracting rabies as a result of a shelter dog bite is

>5/1,000,000, and the probability of a bite is low.

>

>Would you allow this to take place as described?  If not, what precautions

>should be taken?

>

>Andrew Cockburn, PhD

>Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

>West Virginia University

>Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

>Telephone: 304-293-7157

>FAX:       304-293-4529

>Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

>
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Let me add that the protocol was originally sent to the IACUC (I am a

member), and they asked me to make a determination of the biosafety issues.

So I can't pass the problem on to them.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andrew Cockburn [mailto:acockbur@wvu.edu]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2001 10:05 AM

> To: Biosafety Discussion List

> Subject: working with unvaccinated dogs

>

>

> I am having a disagreement with a professor, and I would like to

> solicit the opinions of the list.  It may help our Biosafety

> Committee if there is a consensus in the biosafety community.

>

> The professor is teaching an undergrad course in ethology.  As

> part of the course, the students will do some dog training.  The

> proposal is that the dogs will be from the Humane Society shelter.

>

> My objections are that 1) the students will be handling the dogs,

> 2) the dogs are not known to be vaccinated, 3) the students have

> not been vaccinated for rabies, 4) the dogs will not be held for

> two weeks after the class (most will be routinely euthanized).  I

> think that the risk is low, but unacceptable since there are

> other sources of dogs.  I am also concerned about public

> perception, since this is an undergrad class.

>

> The professor says "The probability of the students in the

> proposed course contracting rabies as a result of training

> shelter dogs is vanishingly small and should be of no concern to

> the university."  Her calculation is that the probability of

> contracting rabies as a result of a shelter dog bite is

> 5/1,000,000, and the probability of a bite is low.

>

> Would you allow this to take place as described?  If not, what

> precautions should be taken?

>

> Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

> West Virginia University

> Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

> Telephone: 304-293-7157

> FAX:       304-293-4529

> Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu
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On the subject of blood down the drain and possible concerns

for the plumbers, has there been a study to see how viable

the top three blood borne pathogens (HIV, HBV, & HCV)

are in the sanitary sewer? There is a lot of competition down

there from some very aggressive bacteria.

"J.H. Keene" wrote:

> I agree with Glenn, and would add that as biosafety professionals, we ought

> to argue(although not successfully with some regulators, I admit) that

> disposal of blood down the drain is, in fact, disposal to a treatment system

> since that is where the waste water is going (to a waste water TREATMENT

> facility).  Concerns about plumbers etc, while valid,are occupational health

> concerns not "public health" concerns.  I would also caution that those of

> you who may have stainless steel drains might want to think twice before

> allowing personnel to pour bleach down the drain since the bleach will

> ultimately eat it's way through the drains and onto your floors.  Been there

> and seen it happen.

>

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Glenn Funk" <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Monday, February 05, 2001 11:19 AM

> Subject: Re: liquid medical waste

>

> > Lori -

> >

> > The California Medical Wate Management Act was recently revised to permit

> > predisposal treatment of blood and other liquid and semiliquid lab wastes

> > by chemical means that include hypochlorite and other materials deemed

> > effective by certain defined professional groups (including ABSA!).  This

> > law change was brought about mainly because people, mainly lab folks (the

> > clinical types seemed much more cavalier about blood disposal), had been

> > bleaching blood prior to disposal for so long someone decided it should be

> > formally OKed.  It remains very common practice in CA and is legit so long

> > as the local POTW was no problems with the hypochlorite load, and very few

> > do, given the tremendous dilutions encountered in most waste water

> streams.

> >  Very few people that I know autoclave blood before disposal, because of

> > the reasons mentioned by Karen (clotting) and Richie (stench).

> >

> > -- Glenn

> >

> > Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> > Director, EH&S

> > Aviron

> > 408-845-8857

> >

> > ==============================================

> >

> > At 08:35 AM 2/2/01 -0500, you wrote:

> > >I'm looking for advice on decontaminating blood or blood components.  Is

> > >it permissible to mix the blood or blood component (primarily plasma)

> > >with bleach, therfore killing any pathogens and then flushing it down

> > >the drain?  Or can I autoclave it and then flush it?

> > >FYI, these blood wastes are generated in a hematology/immunology

> > >teaching laboratory setting where blood is centrifuged and either the

> > >cells or supernatant is used depending on the particular exercise.

> > >

> >

--

Lawrence J. Hawkins

OMRF

825 NE 13th

Oklahoma City, OK 73104

Voice: 405.271.7266

Fax: 405.271.7012

E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu
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Andrew -

I think the prof's correct - the risk is very low, but the prof has

apparently not taken into account the very high cost of an incident, in

medical, fiscal and perceptual terms.  Some of Eric's suggestions would

certainly go a long way towards softening any perceptual blow from the

exercise.  From a medical viewpoint, I would recommend the informed consent

signature, simply to ensure that the students realize the source and nature

of the dogs they're about to work with and the low but real risks

associated with the exercise.  Vaccinating the dogs beforehand may be

impractical from a timeline aspect but the school infirmary should then

have rabies vaccine and immune globulin on hand and the students made aware

that its use may be required in the worst case scenario.  If necessary, the

instructor could be reminded of the "be a manager, go to jail" concept,

under which she could be held criminally liable if she blows off your and

the biosafety committee's requirements and the worst case scenario appears.

 It may also help to have a professional dog handler on hand during the

exercises to provide animal control expertise in case one of the dogs gets

unruly.  There are many considerations that could be acted upon in this

instance but I agree with you - certainly some precautions should be put in

place, most of which would fall into the category of "preparedness" ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk

Director, EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857

==========================================================

At 10:04 AM 2/6/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I am having a disagreement with a professor, and I would like to solicit the

>opinions of the list.  It may help our Biosafety Committee if there is a

>consensus in the biosafety community.

>

>The professor is teaching an undergrad course in ethology.  As part of the

>course, the students will do some dog training.  The proposal is that the

>dogs will be from the Humane Society shelter.

>

>My objections are that 1) the students will be handling the dogs, 2) the

>dogs are not known to be vaccinated, 3) the students have not been

>vaccinated for rabies, 4) the dogs will not be held for two weeks after the

>class (most will be routinely euthanized).  I think that the risk is low,

>but unacceptable since there are other sources of dogs.  I am also concerned

>about public perception, since this is an undergrad class.

>

>The professor says "The probability of the students in the proposed course

>contracting rabies as a result of training shelter dogs is vanishingly small

>and should be of no concern to the university."  Her calculation is that the

>probability of contracting rabies as a result of a shelter dog bite is

>5/1,000,000, and the probability of a bite is low.

>

>Would you allow this to take place as described?  If not, what precautions

>should be taken?

>

>Andrew Cockburn, PhD

>Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

>West Virginia University

>Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

>Telephone: 304-293-7157

>FAX:       304-293-4529

>Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

>
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Larry and all,

The Water Environment Federation (the professional organization for

wastewater treatment and related professions) has published a document titled,

"HIV in Wastewater: Presence, Survivability, and Risk to Wastewater

Treatment Plant Workers."

More information on the document can be found at:

http://www.wef.org/applications/publications/Detail.cfm?PubID=382

(BTW, if you want to see an environment where potentially infectious

aerosols are commonly present, forget BSL-3s.  Try looking in a manhole or

visiting your local sewage treatment plant.)

In New York State,  discharge to the sanitary sewer without pretreatment is

recognized as an approved means of disposal for liquid regulated medical

waste, as long as no local ordinances prohibit it.  At Cornell, we bleach

liquid wastes from our BSL-3s to reduce concern from our plumbers.  While

pretreatment from other sources is recommended here, we don't require it.

Cheers - Paul

>I'm looking for advice on decontaminating blood or blood components.  Is

>it permissible to mix the blood or blood component (primarily plasma)

>with bleach, therfore killing any pathogens and then flushing it down

>the drain?  Or can I autoclave it and then flush it?

>FYI, these blood wastes are generated in a hematology/immunology

>teaching laboratory setting where blood is centrifuged and either the

>cells or supernatant is used depending on the particular exercise.

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 38            (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax          -3723
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If your institution receives federal money, then your IACUC better

follow USDA guidelines and only allow animals from a registered

USDA facility to be used on campus.

Dogs from the pound will have a negative impact on your

institution and could bring in the PETA brigade.

Andrew Cockburn wrote:

> Let me add that the protocol was originally sent to the IACUC (I am a

> member), and they asked me to make a determination of the biosafety issues.

> So I can't pass the problem on to them.

>

> Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

> West Virginia University

> Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

> Telephone: 304-293-7157

> FAX:       304-293-4529

> Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

>

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: Andrew Cockburn [mailto:acockbur@wvu.edu]

> > Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2001 10:05 AM

> > To: Biosafety Discussion List

> > Subject: working with unvaccinated dogs

> >

> >

> > I am having a disagreement with a professor, and I would like to

> > solicit the opinions of the list.  It may help our Biosafety

> > Committee if there is a consensus in the biosafety community.

> >

> > The professor is teaching an undergrad course in ethology.  As

> > part of the course, the students will do some dog training.  The

> > proposal is that the dogs will be from the Humane Society shelter.

> >

> > My objections are that 1) the students will be handling the dogs,

> > 2) the dogs are not known to be vaccinated, 3) the students have

> > not been vaccinated for rabies, 4) the dogs will not be held for

> > two weeks after the class (most will be routinely euthanized).  I

> > think that the risk is low, but unacceptable since there are

> > other sources of dogs.  I am also concerned about public

> > perception, since this is an undergrad class.

> >

> > The professor says "The probability of the students in the

> > proposed course contracting rabies as a result of training

> > shelter dogs is vanishingly small and should be of no concern to

> > the university."  Her calculation is that the probability of

> > contracting rabies as a result of a shelter dog bite is

> > 5/1,000,000, and the probability of a bite is low.

> >

> > Would you allow this to take place as described?  If not, what

> > precautions should be taken?

> >

> > Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> > Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

> > West Virginia University

> > Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

> >

> > Telephone: 304-293-7157

> > FAX:       304-293-4529

> > Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

--

Lawrence J. Hawkins

OMRF

825 NE 13th

Oklahoma City, OK 73104

Voice: 405.271.7266

Fax: 405.271.7012

E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu
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For those that are clipping articles, there was also story inthe NY Times =

on 1/23/01 "Austalians Creat Deadly Mouse Virus". The only reason I happen =

to know this is that a colleague and friend  here at UfoL, Dr. Ronald =

Atlas, was quoted since he is president-elect of the Amer. Society of =

Microbiology ...

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu 
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Rabies is spread via bites and contact with saliva (a bite is just a much

more efficient means of transmission).  In the situation described, contact

with saliva is much more likely then a bite.  Negating the risk is the

extremely low incidence of rabid dogs in the U.S.

In most ponds, the public can come in, play with a dog prior to

adopting.  There have been no reports of illness from this practice in the US.

Are the personnel at the dog pond vaccinated against rabies?  If not, and

these people have had no disease incidence, then the risk to the students

would be extremely, extremely low (think of the pond folks as

canaries).  If they have been vaccinated then they don't workout as canaries.

In conclusion, I think the risk would be damn close to nil, though the

consequences, as Glenn pointed out, if a 1 in a billion chance occurred and

a student contracted rabies would be horrendous.  I wouldn't recommend

rabies vaccination for the students (I think the risk from the vaccine

exceeds the risk from contact with the dogs), but would consult with a

veterinarian regarding selecting the healthiest (maybe vaccinate the dogs)

and best tempered of the dogs in the pond.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 Feb 2001 10:15:48 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: working with unvaccinated dogs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello,

I run Colorado German Shepherd Rescue in my spare time. I take a few strays,

owner surrenders, and, once in a while, a dog from a shelter who is out of

room and would rather try for me to find a home for a dog than to put a dog

down.

I think many of the suggestions you have already received are excellent.

Dogs from the shelter are likely most often owner turn-ins and strays. This

is a disposable society and unfortunately, we do little to educate people

who get dogs or who breed dogs as to their responsibilities. And most people

just do not give a damn about the millions and millions of animals we kill

every year for no good reason other than stupid humans.

In my work with dogs from the shelters I have found that most shelters give

a dog a booster for the most common dog diseases. However, they generally do

not give Rabies vaccine until the dog is adopted. This is also how I run my

rescue work here at home. One of the reasons for this is that it is highly

likely that the dog has, in fact, had rabies vaccination at some point in

the past. Some studies conducted have shown more often than not, shelter

dogs have rabies antibodies. As well, as was already pointed out, the

incidence of rabies in the US from a dog bite is simply not a realistic

threat.  I have asked my vets about this, whether I should incur the expense

and they agree it should be given at the time we find a new owner.

The suggestion to involve a professional dog handler is also a very good

one. It will definitely help the students in achieviing their goals if

training is involved. And I think it is sad you presume that all the animals

will end up being put down. If the dog is of a good enough temperment to be

used in this study, then the dog is likely only to be put down because of a

lack of a potential adopter. In other words, human indifference and lack of

concern is what causes so many shelters to put so many animals to sleep.

Perhaps part of the study could highlight that these are in fact dogs who do

not deserve such a fate.

Maybe you might want to go learn first hand about what kind of excellent

dogs are often at shelters..........

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Andrew Cockburn

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Tuesday, February 6, 2001 8:04 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      working with unvaccinated dogs

>

> I am having a disagreement with a professor, and I would like to solicit

> the

> opinions of the list.  It may help our Biosafety Committee if there is a

> consensus in the biosafety community.

>

> The professor is teaching an undergrad course in ethology.  As part of the

> course, the students will do some dog training.  The proposal is that the

> dogs will be from the Humane Society shelter.

>

> My objections are that 1) the students will be handling the dogs, 2) the

> dogs are not known to be vaccinated, 3) the students have not been

> vaccinated for rabies, 4) the dogs will not be held for two weeks after

> the

> class (most will be routinely euthanized).  I think that the risk is low,

> but unacceptable since there are other sources of dogs.  I am also

> concerned

> about public perception, since this is an undergrad class.

>

> The professor says "The probability of the students in the proposed course

> contracting rabies as a result of training shelter dogs is vanishingly

> small

> and should be of no concern to the university."  Her calculation is that

> the

> probability of contracting rabies as a result of a shelter dog bite is

> 5/1,000,000, and the probability of a bite is low.

>

> Would you allow this to take place as described?  If not, what precautions

> should be taken?

>

> Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

> West Virginia University

> Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

> Telephone: 304-293-7157

> FAX:       304-293-4529

> Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

>
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As part of the process evaluating effectiveness of pathological waste

incinerators, I am looking for scientific data (papers) that address the

destruction of microorganisms during incineration. One would assume this to

be a straight forward process, however, literature research so far has

resulted in only a few articles with inconclusive results. Anybody having

any copies of papers that show what type of bugs can still be found in the

emission of an incinerator?

Help and suggestions appreciated.

Stefan :-)

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

Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

Michigan State University

C-126 Research Complex Engineering

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone: (517) 355-6503

Fax: (517) 353-4871

  -----Original Message-----

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Cheri L. Hildreth

  Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2001 11:37 AM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Another mouse virus article

  For those that are clipping articles, there was also story inthe NY Times

on 1/23/01 "Austalians Creat Deadly Mouse Virus". The only reason I happen

to know this is that a colleague and friend here at UfoL, Dr. Ronald Atlas,

was quoted since he is president-elect of the Amer. Society of Microbiology

...

  Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

  Department of Environmental Health &Safety

  University of Louisville

  (502) 852-2954

  e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu
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You mentioned that the risk was low but "unacceptable since there are other

sources of dogs." If so, you might inform the professor of your concerns

and accordingly advise her to consider one of the other sources that you

find more acceptable. CYA.

How does one reduce the chance of a dog biting someone? Aside from

selecting dogs with a good temperment as someone mentioned, how about the

students? I'm not sure people are any better behaved than dogs. The

students should be informed of what to expect and what sort of movements

and behavior to avoid when interacting with dogs. Not everyone grew up with

a dog.

In any case, I would approve this proposal but advise as mentioned.

Good Luck, Tom

At 10:04 AM 2/6/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I am having a disagreement with a professor, and I would like to solicit the

>opinions of the list.  It may help our Biosafety Committee if there is a

>consensus in the biosafety community.

>

>The professor is teaching an undergrad course in ethology.  As part of the

>course, the students will do some dog training.  The proposal is that the

>dogs will be from the Humane Society shelter.

>

>My objections are that 1) the students will be handling the dogs, 2) the

>dogs are not known to be vaccinated, 3) the students have not been

>vaccinated for rabies, 4) the dogs will not be held for two weeks after the

>class (most will be routinely euthanized).  I think that the risk is low,

>but unacceptable since there are other sources of dogs.  I am also concerned

>about public perception, since this is an undergrad class.

>

>The professor says "The probability of the students in the proposed course

>contracting rabies as a result of training shelter dogs is vanishingly small

>and should be of no concern to the university."  Her calculation is that the

>probability of contracting rabies as a result of a shelter dog bite is

>5/1,000,000, and the probability of a bite is low.

>

>Would you allow this to take place as described?  If not, what precautions

>should be taken?

>

>Andrew Cockburn, PhD

>Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

>West Virginia University

>Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

>Telephone: 304-293-7157

>FAX:       304-293-4529

>Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

>

***********************************

R. Thomas Leonard, M.S., CSP, CBSP

Safety Officer

The Wistar Institute

3601 Spruce Street

Philadelphia, PA 19104

(ph)215-898-3712

(fx)215-898-3868
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from the abstract...

As long as they observe standard good hygiene practices, such as wearing =

protective clothing (e.g., gloves), and washing hands frequently, =

especially before eating, their risk of HIV infection from sewage should =

be minimal.

You need to contact your local POTW to confirm pretreatment requirements =

and as another mentioned--often the impact on local piping is the limiting =

factor for disposal and if it gets through the piping, you enter a RCRA =

mess.

Norm

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor

Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

Fax: 301-862-0281

email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"

>>> Paul Jennette <jpj22@CORNELL.EDU> 02/06 11:24 AM >>>

Larry and all,

The Water Environment Federation (the professional organization for

wastewater treatment and related professions) has published a document =

titled,

"HIV in Wastewater: Presence, Survivability, and Risk to Wastewater

Treatment Plant Workers."

More information on the document can be found at:

http://www.wef.org/applications/publications/Detail.cfm?PubID382

(BTW, if you want to see an environment where potentially infectious

aerosols are commonly present, forget BSL-3s.  Try looking in a manhole or

visiting your local sewage treatment plant.)

In New York State,  discharge to the sanitary sewer without pretreatment =

is

recognized as an approved means of disposal for liquid regulated medical

waste, as long as no local ordinances prohibit it.  At Cornell, we bleach

liquid wastes from our BSL-3s to reduce concern from our plumbers.  While

pretreatment from other sources is recommended here, we don't require it.

Cheers - Paul

>I'm looking for advice on decontaminating blood or blood components.  Is

>it permissible to mix the blood or blood component (primarily plasma)

>with bleach, therfore killing any pathogens and then flushing it down

>the drain?  Or can I autoclave it and then flush it?

>FYI, these blood wastes are generated in a hematology/immunology

>teaching laboratory setting where blood is centrifuged and either the

>cells or supernatant is used depending on the particular exercise.

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 38            (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax          -3723
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My (very limited medical) understanding is that none of the BB pathogens =

survive very long outside a host (living human).  I just asked the a BBP =

triage doc about saving the source sharp for testing and he said that =

would not be enough to provide valuable info, so I infer that mixed into a =

sewage stream nothing survives.

Norm

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor

Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

Fax: 301-862-0281

email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"

>>> Larry Hawkins <Larry-Hawkins@OMRF.OUHSC.EDU> 02/06 11:05 AM >>>

On the subject of blood down the drain and possible concerns

for the plumbers, has there been a study to see how viable

the top three blood borne pathogens (HIV, HBV, & HCV)

are in the sanitary sewer? There is a lot of competition down

there from some very aggressive bacteria.

"J.H. Keene" wrote:

> I agree with Glenn, and would add that as biosafety professionals, we =

ought

> to argue(although not successfully with some regulators, I admit) that

> disposal of blood down the drain is, in fact, disposal to a treatment =

system

> since that is where the waste water is going (to a waste water TREATMENT

> facility).  Concerns about plumbers etc, while valid,are occupational =

health

> concerns not "public health" concerns.  I would also caution that those =

of

> you who may have stainless steel drains might want to think twice before

> allowing personnel to pour bleach down the drain since the bleach will

> ultimately eat it's way through the drains and onto your floors.  Been =

there

> and seen it happen.

>

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Glenn Funk" <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Monday, February 05, 2001 11:19 AM

> Subject: Re: liquid medical waste

>

> > Lori -

> >

> > The California Medical Wate Management Act was recently revised to =

permit

> > predisposal treatment of blood and other liquid and semiliquid lab =

wastes

> > by chemical means that include hypochlorite and other materials deemed

> > effective by certain defined professional groups (including ABSA!).  =

This

> > law change was brought about mainly because people, mainly lab folks =

(the

> > clinical types seemed much more cavalier about blood disposal), had =

been

> > bleaching blood prior to disposal for so long someone decided it =

should be

> > formally OKed.  It remains very common practice in CA and is legit so =

long

> > as the local POTW was no problems with the hypochlorite load, and very =

few

> > do, given the tremendous dilutions encountered in most waste water

> streams.

> >  Very few people that I know autoclave blood before disposal, because =

of

> > the reasons mentioned by Karen (clotting) and Richie (stench).

> >

> > -- Glenn

> >

> > Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> > Director, EH&S

> > Aviron

> > 408-845-8857

> >

> > =

> >

> > At 08:35 AM 2/2/01 -0500, you wrote:

> > >I'm looking for advice on decontaminating blood or blood components.  =

Is

> > >it permissible to mix the blood or blood component (primarily plasma)

> > >with bleach, therfore killing any pathogens and then flushing it down

> > >the drain?  Or can I autoclave it and then flush it?

> > >FYI, these blood wastes are generated in a hematology/immunology

> > >teaching laboratory setting where blood is centrifuged and either the

> > >cells or supernatant is used depending on the particular exercise.

> > >

> >

--

Lawrence J. Hawkins

OMRF

825 NE 13th

Oklahoma City, OK 73104

Voice: 405.271.7266

Fax: 405.271.7012

E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu
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At the risk of beating a dead dog...

I agree with all the prior comments regarding the risk of exposure and

the magnitude of an adverse event.  If your University is currently

AAALAC certified, there is a health risk assessment process in place

through the IACUC, and probably uses an occupational physician to

determine risk control measures.  This physician may be a good person

to propose animal vaccination requirements, etc. since this may not be

be a BSL2 or greater experiment.

On Tue, 6 Feb 2001 13:19:18 -0500 "Leonard, Thomas"

<tleonard@WISTAR.UPENN.EDU> wrote:

> You mentioned that the risk was low but "unacceptable since there are other

> sources of dogs." If so, you might inform the professor of your concerns

> and accordingly advise her to consider one of the other sources that you

> find more acceptable. CYA.

>

> How does one reduce the chance of a dog biting someone? Aside from

> selecting dogs with a good temperment as someone mentioned, how about the

> students? I'm not sure people are any better behaved than dogs. The

> students should be informed of what to expect and what sort of movements

> and behavior to avoid when interacting with dogs. Not everyone grew up with

> a dog.

>

> In any case, I would approve this proposal but advise as mentioned.

>

> Good Luck, Tom

>

> At 10:04 AM 2/6/01 -0500, you wrote:

> >I am having a disagreement with a professor, and I would like to solicit the

> >opinions of the list.  It may help our Biosafety Committee if there is a

> >consensus in the biosafety community.

> >

> >The professor is teaching an undergrad course in ethology.  As part of the

> >course, the students will do some dog training.  The proposal is that the

> >dogs will be from the Humane Society shelter.

> >

> >My objections are that 1) the students will be handling the dogs, 2) the

> >dogs are not known to be vaccinated, 3) the students have not been

> >vaccinated for rabies, 4) the dogs will not be held for two weeks after the

> >class (most will be routinely euthanized).  I think that the risk is low,

> >but unacceptable since there are other sources of dogs.  I am also concerned

> >about public perception, since this is an undergrad class.

> >

> >The professor says "The probability of the students in the proposed course

> >contracting rabies as a result of training shelter dogs is vanishingly small

> >and should be of no concern to the university."  Her calculation is that the

> >probability of contracting rabies as a result of a shelter dog bite is

> >5/1,000,000, and the probability of a bite is low.

> >

> >Would you allow this to take place as described?  If not, what precautions

> >should be taken?

> >

> >Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> >Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

> >West Virginia University

> >Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

> >

> >Telephone: 304-293-7157

> >FAX:       304-293-4529

> >Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> >

> ***********************************

> R. Thomas Leonard, M.S., CSP, CBSP

> Safety Officer

> The Wistar Institute

> 3601 Spruce Street

> Philadelphia, PA 19104

> (ph)215-898-3712

> (fx)215-898-3868

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

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894
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Hi, Stefan -

Do you have the paper that came out last year just before the ABSA

meeting showing the effects of incineration on prion infectivity?  I have

it at home (that particular file hasn't made it into my new office yet)

and can find it for you, or Richie Fink may have a copy right at hand.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director, EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857
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Dr. Wagener,

I am faxing you 4 or 5 articles on the topic.  Most are a bit older,

generated by Manny Barbeito and colleagues.  I am not including articles on

prion inactivation, which is a different ballgame.

TTFN,

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

Clinical Toxicologist

University of Georgia

Veterinary Diagnostic and Investigational Lab

43 Brighton Road

Tifton, GA  31794-1961

Ph 912-386-3340  Fax 912-386-7128

-----Original Message-----

From: Stefan Wagener [mailto:stefan@MSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2001 12:26 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Effectiveness of incineration???

As part of the process evaluating effectiveness of pathological waste

incinerators, I am looking for scientific data (papers) that address the

destruction of microorganisms during incineration. One would assume this to

be a straight forward process, however, literature research so far has

resulted in only a few articles with inconclusive results. Anybody having

any copies of papers that show what type of bugs can still be found in the

emission of an incinerator?

Help and suggestions appreciated.

Stefan :-)

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

Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

Michigan State University

C-126 Research Complex Engineering

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone: (517) 355-6503

Fax: (517) 353-4871

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Cheri L. Hildreth

Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2001 11:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Another mouse virus article

For those that are clipping articles, there was also story inthe NY Times on

1/23/01 "Austalians Creat Deadly Mouse Virus". The only reason I happen to

know this is that a colleague and friend here at UfoL, Dr. Ronald Atlas, was

quoted since he is president-elect of the Amer. Society of Microbiology ...

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu <mailto:cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu>
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What procedures do folks have regarding entry into BL-3 facilities for

maintenance work ?  If the work areas are disinfected and all "hot" material

stored away, do you still require full gowning by maintenance personnel

before entry.  I have heard differing opinions on this.

Thanks for your input,

Howard

Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

305 South Street

Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210, pager: 617-675-1896

email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us
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At 01:05 PM 02/06/01 -0500, you wrote:

>My (very limited medical) understanding is that none of the BB pathogens

>survive very long outside a host (living human).

A common but incorrect understanding.  HBV survives quite well on surfaces

for at least a month.  HIV can survive upto about 2 weeks depending upon

what it is in.  Various other less common BBP also have good environmental

stability.

>  I just asked the a BBP triage doc about saving the source sharp for

> testing and he said that would not be enough to provide valuable info, so

> I infer that mixed into a sewage stream nothing survives.

Use of PCR technology allows detection of very low numbers of pathogens, so

theoretically saving of source sharps could reveal whether they were

contaminated with the agent in question.  Whether this is worth it is

another topic.  Good sewage treatment should eliminate BBP.

>Norm

>

>Physical Address:

>

>Norman Umberger, P.E.

>Compliance Officer

>Business Office

>First Floor

>Margaret Brent Hall

>(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

>

>mailing address:

>

>NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

>ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

>18952 E FISHER RD

>ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

>

>Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

>Fax: 301-862-0281

>

>email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

>

>For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"

>

>

> >>> Larry Hawkins <Larry-Hawkins@OMRF.OUHSC.EDU> 02/06 11:05 AM >>>

>On the subject of blood down the drain and possible concerns

>for the plumbers, has there been a study to see how viable

>the top three blood borne pathogens (HIV, HBV, & HCV)

>are in the sanitary sewer? There is a lot of competition down

>there from some very aggressive bacteria.

>

>"J.H. Keene" wrote:

>

> > I agree with Glenn, and would add that as biosafety professionals, we ought

> > to argue(although not successfully with some regulators, I admit) that

> > disposal of blood down the drain is, in fact, disposal to a treatment

> system

> > since that is where the waste water is going (to a waste water TREATMENT

> > facility).  Concerns about plumbers etc, while valid,are occupational

> health

> > concerns not "public health" concerns.  I would also caution that those of

> > you who may have stainless steel drains might want to think twice before

> > allowing personnel to pour bleach down the drain since the bleach will

> > ultimately eat it's way through the drains and onto your floors.  Been

> there

> > and seen it happen.

> >

> > ----- Original Message -----

> > From: "Glenn Funk" <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

> > To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> > Sent: Monday, February 05, 2001 11:19 AM

> > Subject: Re: liquid medical waste

> >

> > > Lori -

> > >

> > > The California Medical Wate Management Act was recently revised to permit

> > > predisposal treatment of blood and other liquid and semiliquid lab wastes

> > > by chemical means that include hypochlorite and other materials deemed

> > > effective by certain defined professional groups (including ABSA!).  This

> > > law change was brought about mainly because people, mainly lab folks (the

> > > clinical types seemed much more cavalier about blood disposal), had been

> > > bleaching blood prior to disposal for so long someone decided it

> should be

> > > formally OKed.  It remains very common practice in CA and is legit so

> long

> > > as the local POTW was no problems with the hypochlorite load, and

> very few

> > > do, given the tremendous dilutions encountered in most waste water

> > streams.

> > >  Very few people that I know autoclave blood before disposal, because of

> > > the reasons mentioned by Karen (clotting) and Richie (stench).

> > >

> > > -- Glenn

> > >

> > > Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> > > Director, EH&S

> > > Aviron

> > > 408-845-8857

> > >

> > > ==============================================

> > >

> > > At 08:35 AM 2/2/01 -0500, you wrote:

> > > >I'm looking for advice on decontaminating blood or blood components.  Is

> > > >it permissible to mix the blood or blood component (primarily plasma)

> > > >with bleach, therfore killing any pathogens and then flushing it down

> > > >the drain?  Or can I autoclave it and then flush it?

> > > >FYI, these blood wastes are generated in a hematology/immunology

> > > >teaching laboratory setting where blood is centrifuged and either the

> > > >cells or supernatant is used depending on the particular exercise.

> > > >

> > >

>

>--

>Lawrence J. Hawkins

>OMRF

>825 NE 13th

>Oklahoma City, OK 73104

>Voice: 405.271.7266

>Fax: 405.271.7012

>E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Thank you very much.  I am looking forward to it.

Hope everything is well and it was great talking to you.

Have a good day and I let you know once the papers arrive.

Stefan :-)

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

Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

Michigan State University

C-126 Research Complex Engineering

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone: (517) 355-6503

Fax: (517) 353-4871

  -----Original Message-----

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Thompson, Larry

  Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2001 5:06 PM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Re: Effectiveness of incineration???

  Dr. Wagener,

  I am faxing you 4 or 5 articles on the topic.  Most are a bit older,

generated by Manny Barbeito and colleagues.  I am not including articles on

prion inactivation, which is a different ballgame.

  TTFN,

  Larry

  Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

  Clinical Toxicologist

  University of Georgia

  Veterinary Diagnostic and Investigational Lab

  43 Brighton Road

  Tifton, GA  31794-1961

  Ph 912-386-3340  Fax 912-386-7128

    -----Original Message-----

    From: Stefan Wagener [mailto:stefan@MSU.EDU]

    Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2001 12:26 PM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: Effectiveness of incineration???

    As part of the process evaluating effectiveness of pathological waste

incinerators, I am looking for scientific data (papers) that address the

destruction of microorganisms during incineration. One would assume this to

be a straight forward process, however, literature research so far has

resulted in only a few articles with inconclusive results. Anybody having

any copies of papers that show what type of bugs can still be found in the

emission of an incinerator?

    Help and suggestions appreciated.

    Stefan :-)

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

    Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

    Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

    Michigan State University

    C-126 Research Complex Engineering

    East Lansing, MI 48824

    Phone: (517) 355-6503

    Fax: (517) 353-4871

      -----Original Message-----

      From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Cheri L. Hildreth

      Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2001 11:37 AM

      To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

      Subject: Another mouse virus article

      For those that are clipping articles, there was also story inthe NY

Times on 1/23/01 "Austalians Creat Deadly Mouse Virus". The only reason I

happen to know this is that a colleague and friend here at UfoL, Dr. Ronald

Atlas, was quoted since he is president-elect of the Amer. Society of

Microbiology ...

      Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

      Department of Environmental Health &Safety

      University of Louisville

      (502) 852-2954

      e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu
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Subject:      Fwd: Transgenic Animal Question
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>From: "Mark Grushka" <mgrushka@u.arizona.edu>

>To: "Richard Fink" <rfink@MIT.EDU>

>Subject: Transgenic Animal Question

>Date: Tue, 6 Feb 2001 16:22:04 -0700

>X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 5.50.4133.2400

>

>Richard,

>

>I am having a heck of a time getting this to post. Can you assist? Thanks.

>

>Mark Grushka

>

>Dear Biosafty Listserve Members:

>

>Our IBC recently took up the question of the adequacy of transgenic rodent

>control measures. I have reviewed Appendix Q of the NIH Guidelines and

>don't find specific language related to follow-up measures for elopements.

>There is language about "exposure" to personnel or other animals, but what

>are the real risks as compared to perceived risks if there is a

>"breakout"? I have been assured that these mice are so genetically

>fragile, that they would most likely die quickly outside of the controlled

>environment.

>

>The other question I have relates to inadvertent horizontal gene transfer

>to non-experimental animals and personnel. Specifically, just because a PI

>uses a non-replicating vector, does this negate the hazard? One author,

>Sanford Feldman, DVM of Anmed/Biosafe feels differently. His point is that

>many of these vectors have been specifically designed to be highly

>efficient in gene transfer. His concern is that some of these vectors are

>capable of intercalating new genetic material into exposed host cells

>through shedding. But in your experience, is this something to be truly

>concerned about? And if so, what can an institution do to mitigate the

>risk, other than to follow the existing Guidelines?

>

>Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

>Biosafety Officer

>520-621-5279

><mailto:mgrushka@u.arizona.edu>mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu
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Subject:      Re: Transgenic Animal Question
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Great questions. We have been wrestling with these concerns also. I hope

that those with experience will 'pipe up'.

Thanks.

Janet Ives

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 07, 2001 8:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fwd: Transgenic Animal Question

From: "Mark Grushka" <mgrushka@u.arizona.edu>

To: "Richard Fink" <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject: Transgenic Animal Question

Date: Tue, 6 Feb 2001 16:22:04 -0700

X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 5.50.4133.2400

Richard,

I am having a heck of a time getting this to post. Can you assist? Thanks.

Mark Grushka

Dear Biosafty Listserve Members:

Our IBC recently took up the question of the adequacy of transgenic rodent

control measures. I have reviewed Appendix Q of the NIH Guidelines and don't

find specific language related to follow-up measures for elopements. There

is language about "exposure" to personnel or other animals, but what are the

real risks as compared to perceived risks if there is a "breakout"? I have

been assured that these mice are so genetically fragile, that they would

most likely die quickly outside of the controlled environment.

The other question I have relates to inadvertent horizontal gene transfer to

non-experimental animals and personnel. Specifically, just because a PI uses

a non-replicating vector, does this negate the hazard? One author, Sanford

Feldman, DVM of Anmed/Biosafe feels differently. His point is that many of

these vectors have been specifically designed to be highly efficient in gene

transfer. His concern is that some of these vectors are capable of

intercalating new genetic material into exposed host cells through shedding.

But in your experience, is this something to be truly concerned about? And

if so, what can an institution do to mitigate the risk, other than to follow

the existing Guidelines?

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

520-621-5279

mgrushka@u.arizona.edu <mailto:mgrushka@u.arizona.edu>

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu
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Subject:      Ebola
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Hi All,

I wanted to know if anyone had any information on the possible Ebola

incident.  All I heard was that a woman became ill and had to be

quarantined in Canada.  I know she is from the Congo and had a stop over in

Newark, NJ.
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: working with unvaccinated dogs

In-Reply-To:  <003101c0904e$2abc3480$e755b69d@afc1.hsc.wvu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

From a safety standpoint, I must agree that the risk is small.  From a

liability standpoint I can say a lot.  Does the Prof carry liability

insurance or does she rely on the Univeristy as a shield?  The University

has a right to protect itself.  I would tell the Prof. that we want the

dogs from a more secure source or they must be vaccinated.  If she does not

want to do it this way, then it will be without our blessing and she can

defened her actions if the accident happens.  We will disavow any knowlege

of her actions.  This will be all fun and games until one of those kids are

bitten.

bob

>I am having a disagreement with a professor, and I would like to solicit the

>opinions of the list.  It may help our Biosafety Committee if there is a

>consensus in the biosafety community.

>

>The professor is teaching an undergrad course in ethology.  As part of the

>course, the students will do some dog training.  The proposal is that the

>dogs will be from the Humane Society shelter.

>

>My objections are that 1) the students will be handling the dogs, 2) the

>dogs are not known to be vaccinated, 3) the students have not been

>vaccinated for rabies, 4) the dogs will not be held for two weeks after the

>class (most will be routinely euthanized).  I think that the risk is low,

>but unacceptable since there are other sources of dogs.  I am also concerned

>about public perception, since this is an undergrad class.

>

>The professor says "The probability of the students in the proposed course

>contracting rabies as a result of training shelter dogs is vanishingly small

>and should be of no concern to the university."  Her calculation is that the

>probability of contracting rabies as a result of a shelter dog bite is

>5/1,000,000, and the probability of a bite is low.

>

>Would you allow this to take place as described?  If not, what precautions

>should be taken?

>

>Andrew Cockburn, PhD

>Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

>West Virginia University

>Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

>Telephone: 304-293-7157

>FAX:       304-293-4529

>Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Organization: NIRC

Subject:      Re: Ebola
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Yahoo news had an article about it today.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL - Lafayette, NIRC

4401 W. Admiral Doyle Dr.

New Iberia, LA 70560

Ph. (337) 482-0306

Fax (337) 373-0057

-----Original Message-----

From:   Delia Vieira [SMTP:vieira@AECOM.YU.EDU]

Sent:   Wednesday, 07 February, 2001 8:02 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Ebola

 << File: ATT00004.html >> Hi All,

I wanted to know if anyone had any information on the possible Ebola

incident.  All I heard was that a woman became ill and had to be

quarantined in Canada.  I know she is from the Congo and had a stop over in

Newark, NJ.
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New York Times online has an article today.  Go to:

http://www.nytimes.com/2001/02/07/health/07EBOL.html

Tom Boyle
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and you do not have to register to get the story

Eds: UPDATES with woman's travels and airline comment.<

HAMILTON, Ontario (AP) _ A woman who arrived from Congo and fell ill in

Canada is being tested for hemorrhagic viruses, including Ebola, doctors

said Tuesday.

The identity of the woman has not been released. She was admitted to a

Hamilton hospital on Sunday and has been described as drifting in and out of

consciousness.

The viral hemorrhagic fevers suspected are a group of contagious tropical

infections that are life-threatening. Doctors say the illness could also be

meningitis, an infection of the fluid of the spinal cord and brain.

Blood samples have been sent to a Winnipeg laboratory and the U.S. Centers

for Disease Control and Prevention in Atlanta, officials said Tuesday.

Results were expected Thursday.

Laura Cooke, an Air Canada spokeswoman, said the woman arrived at Pearson

International Airport in Toronto on Saturday from Newark.

She said Canadian health authorities asked for a list of passengers, but

also ``advised us they do not consider this passenger to be contagious for

casual contact.''

The sick woman was brought Sunday to Henderson General Hospital in Hamilton,

where she was staying.

Dr. Monir Taha, a Hamilton public health official, told a news conference

Tuesday the woman did not become ill until after arriving in Hamilton.

Dr. Colin D'Cunha, the provincial medical officer of health, said Monday the

illness could be Crimean-Congo fever, one of the viral hemorrhagic fevers.

Malaria and meningitis were other possibilities, he said.

``It's a game of probabilities until the test results come back,'' D'Cunha

said.

If the illness is Ebola, it would be the first human case of the fever in

North America.

Aware that a possible Ebola case could cause public concern and even panic,

Canadian officials were stressing the fever can only be passed through

bodily fluids such as blood, saliva or semen. There is no cure.

``She arrived Saturday, so the circle of contacts is limited,'' D'Cunha

said. ``Based on information at this time, I wouldn't say the danger is

zero. But it would be misleading to say it's a lot. The evidence is pointing

to minimal.''

Dr. Donald Low, chief of microbiology for Toronto's Mount Sinai Hospital,

told the Globe and Mail newspaper the risk of exposure was small.

``It's direct contact that's the risk _ people who have made contact with

the body fluids,'' he said. ``The virus is not going to jump through your

skin.''

In the United States, a spokeswoman for the Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention said the patient exhibited no symptoms of illness during her

trip, making the risk that fellow travelers could contract a fever like

Ebola ``very, very low.''

The stricken woman is being kept in isolation, and staff members wear gowns,

gloves, face shields and masks when treating her, said Dr. Mark Loeb.

Loeb said the woman's symptoms were ``possibly compatible'' with Ebola and

other hemorrhagic fevers.

A recent Ebola outbreak in Uganda killed 173 of the 426 people who fell ill.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

 -----Original Message-----

From: Tom Boyle [mailto:tom@ehrs.upenn.edu]

Sent: Wednesday, February 07, 2001 9:36 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Ebola

New York Times online has an article today.  Go to:

http://www.nytimes.com/2001/02/07/health/07EBOL.html

<http://www.nytimes.com/2001/02/07/health/07EBOL.html>

Tom Boyle
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Ditto. 

Frank
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There is no easy answer- I would expect differing opinions, since there are a

lot of variables. Some factors to consider would include the organism's

stability in the environment, the degree of confidence in the disinfection

process, and the type of maintenance to be done..Did every potentially

contaminated surface get wiped down? ["work surface" might be just the inside of

the BSL3, if the lab staff did the wiping!}. Was the area wiped down with a

appropriate disinfectant, using the correct concentration and contact time?  Has

anyone checked the shelf life of the disinfectant? AND--the type of maintenance

work matters too -- is it something like changing a light bulb in a supply room

or will maintenance be kneeling, lying on the floor,etc?  Was the floor

disinfected appropriately and all work stopped after??? If not, you might

consider putting down bench paper where tools will be placed or staff will

kneel...{I often use clean biohazard bags so I can use them up later--but you

definitely need to explain that one first.}.

In other words, unless you have had total control of an area for a period of

time and can verify scrupulous disinfection procedures followed, the best advice

is to start by requiring maintenance to use the same type of gowning procedure

that you would require for lab staff.     Then evaluate what maintenance is

doing and see if you need more (different procedures, you might need different

PPE--a suit instead of a gown?) or if less is justifiable ( if  a respirator is

normally required for lab staff at work, but all work has ceased and there is no

potential for lab-work-generated aerosols, and enough air changes have diluted

the potential--you could evaluate whether to require it for maintenance based on

what THEY were doing).

Whatever you decide, after your analysis,  I recommend posting the requirements,

discussing with maintenance  in advance, etc... this minimizes the chance for

any misunderstandings later.  Involving maintenance supervisors so they

understand the reasons behind your decisions will be very helpful, too.

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Lefkin, Howard [SMTP:Howard.Lefkin@STATE.MA.US]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2001 5:11 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      BL-3 Entry

>

> What procedures do folks have regarding entry into BL-3 facilities for

> maintenance work ?  If the work areas are disinfected and all "hot" material

> stored away, do you still require full gowning by maintenance personnel

> before entry.  I have heard differing opinions on this.

>

> Thanks for your input,

>

> Howard

>

> Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

> UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

> 305 South Street

> Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

> tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210, pager: 617-675-1896

> email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us
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There are several aspects to this questions.  First of all, appendix Q is

normally used for large animals, such as livestock.  I use appendix Q but

take guidelines from the ABSL guidelines in the BMBL, as well as the NIH

appendix G (lab containment) for small animals such as rodents.

"Transgenic" means that the germline of the animal has been

altered.  Usually, this is by the addition of a single gene or the deletion

of a single gene.  These animals are not typically fragile or unable to

survive, it would depend upon the gene added or deleted and the original

strain of animal.

Animals treated with vectors or other forms of recombinant DNA are

recombinant and some say transgenic, although that is not absolutely

correct.  This use should be evaluated by the local IBC.  Each different

vector will have different properties with regard to shedding, infectivity,

etc. depending upon the agent used to make the vector.  IBC's normally

start with the characteristics of the agent itself, then take into account

the gene that it bears, how it was prepared, how it will be applied to the

animal, the volume and concentration, etc.  There are many factors to be

taken into account during this risk assessment.  The IBC-approved level at

which the animals are housed will give you some idea of the actual risk.

There are several strains of rodents that may be treated with recombinant

DNA.  SCID, SCID/beige, and nude mice have altered immune systems and are

more "fragile" in the environment.  Other strains of rodents are not

fragile at all.  All kinds of livestock and other animals have been treated

with recombinants and are not especially fragile.

In summary, the IBC must play a strong role in the risk assessment for this

type of project.  The IBC should contain an animal expert, such as a

veterinarian, if animals are typically used in research at your

institution.   Issues regarding housing and risk to personnel and the

environment must be addressed during the risk assessment.

Good luck.  Carolyn

Carolyn Keierleber, Ph.D.

Associate Director/Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

TSRI

10550 N. Torrey Pines Rd.

La Jolla, CA 92037

Mail Stop BCC 078

Phone: 858 784-8240

Fax: 858 784-8490

Email: ckeier@scripps.edu
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Subject:      disinfectant question

A question for the collective knowledge of biosafty.net:

Our janitorial force is attempting to unify their cleaning supplies and

only use materials from one particular provider, who just by

coincidence, does not manufacture or supply bleach.  They "claim"

that they have a product that is effective against bloodborne

pathogens, but in reviewing the MSDS, the active ingredients are

n-Alkyl Dimethyl Benzyl Ammonium Chlorides and n-Alkyl

Dimethyl Ethylbenzyl Ammonium Chlorides.

I was not aware that either of these materials were shown to be

effective against BBPs.  Does anyone have any information

regarding these materials (pro or con)???

Any assistance would be most appreciated.

thanks in advance

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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I recently purchased a hard surface cleaner, Cetylcide II, that claims

to be effective against BBP's, including Hep B.  Contact time is 10

minutes for Hep B.  It is one of the few disinfectants other than bleach

out there that is effective against Hep B.  (Lots of them are effective

against HIV)  Cetylcide II has the same 2 active ingredients that you

menitoned.  If you look at the EPA list D products,

http://ace.orst.edu/info/nain/lists.htm, effective against HIV and

Hep B, the alkyl...ammonium chloride components are the active

ingredients.  Sounds like your janitors may be right.

I purchased Cetylcide II from Moore Medical.

I undertand the desire to move away from using bleach - no matter how

careful, I seem to end up ruining my clothing!

Another cleaner, in the form of wipes, also effective against BBP's, is

Sani-Cloth B wipes.  This is the only wipe that is effective against Hep

B.  Again, contact time is 10 minutes.  I purchase these from Fisher.
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EPA actually has four lists A-D.  Only the sterilant and disinfectant lists

are approved for bbp by OSHA.  Unless they have expanded again?

Remember while it may work, did they say it was OK?

Bob

>I recently purchased a hard surface cleaner, Cetylcide II, that claims

>to be effective against BBP's, including Hep B.  Contact time is 10

>minutes for Hep B.  It is one of the few disinfectants other than bleach

>out there that is effective against Hep B.  (Lots of them are effective

>against HIV)  Cetylcide II has the same 2 active ingredients that you

>menitoned.  If you look at the EPA list D products,

>http://ace.orst.edu/info/nain/lists.htm, effective against HIV and

>Hep B, the alkyl...ammonium chloride components are the active

>ingredients.  Sounds like your janitors may be right.

>I purchased Cetylcide II from Moore Medical.

>

>I undertand the desire to move away from using bleach - no matter how

>careful, I seem to end up ruining my clothing!

>

>Another cleaner, in the form of wipes, also effective against BBP's, is

>Sani-Cloth B wipes.  This is the only wipe that is effective against Hep

>B.  Again, contact time is 10 minutes.  I purchase these from Fisher.

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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The BBP update workshop I attended in Oct specifically mentioned using

EPA List A, B or D disinfectants, but OSHA had not approved C listed

products.

"OSHA' s current stance  is that EPA-registered disnifectants for HIV

and HBV meet the requirement in the standard and are "appropriate"

disinfectants to clean contamintaed surfaces...."   (from an OSHA

interpretation dated 5/15/97).
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Howard,

Steve Kridel at Duke wrote an excellent chapter on biocontainment facility

maintenance for ABSA's Second Anthology of Biosafety.  It is a very good

resource for maintenance issues.

At Cornell, we worked closely with the foremen and Safety Manager of our

trades shops to develop a BSL-3 maintenance protocol that has the following

4 tiers:

1.  Minor "routine" maintenance (e.g. changing light bulbs) is done by the

lab users.

2.  Minor repairs (i.e. problems that cannot be fixed by the lab users but

do not require extensive disassembly of equipment) are done by our shops

tradespersons (or manufacturer's service reps) under the following conditions:

- lab operations are suspended and all agents are secured

- the equipment in question and surrounding area is surface-decontaminated

- the maintenance workers are escorted by the University Biosafety Officer,

the College Biosafety Engineer, or their designee

- everyone entering the facility wears the same PPE the lab users normally wear

- if the maintenance worker determines that extensive disassembly (or other

"major "effort like crawling on the floor to get under something) is

necessary, we will back off and use the procedures outlined in Tier 3, below.

3.  Major repairs will be performed under the following conditions:

- lab operations are suspended and all agents are secured.

- the BSL-3 suite is gas decontaminated and verified by positive spore

strip kill

- the University Biosafety Officer or the College Biosafety Engineer either

escorts the workers or gives them access to the suite

- everyone wears normal work clothes

(Note if the equipment item can or must be removed from the lab, it will be

decontaminated in the anteroom and removed instead of shutting down the

entire BSL-3.)

4.  Semiannual Preventive Maintenance will be performed under the same

conditions as Tier 3.  Where practical, other maintenance items are saved

for the PM shutdown.

A key element of the protocol is the escort by the biosafety person -- to

help overcome the concern many of our tradespersons have about entering a

BSL-3, we are vouching for their safety with our presence.  Some of them

had been "burned" in the past when they were told an area they had to enter

was "safe" by someone who stayed outside.  We tell them that unless we are

physically in the lab with them, they are to refuse to enter and we will

back them up 100%.  This has greatly increased their trust and comfort level.

I hope this helps and Go Minutemen!!

Cheers - Paul

At 05:10 PM 2/6/01 -0500, you wrote:

>What procedures do folks have regarding entry into BL-3 facilities for

>maintenance work ?  If the work areas are disinfected and all "hot" material

>stored away, do you still require full gowning by maintenance personnel

>before entry.  I have heard differing opinions on this.

>

>Thanks for your input,

>

>Howard

>

>Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

>UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

>305 South Street

>Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

>tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210, pager: 617-675-1896

>email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 38            (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax          -3723
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Hi Paul...Thanks for the flowers...Regards, Steve
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Sounds like a good plan Paul. We had similar concerns with out trades people

at one time and have discovered a similar approach as you and you are

right...it works!

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Paul Jennette [mailto:jpj22@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 07, 2001 3:27 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BL-3 Entry

Howard,

Steve Kridel at Duke wrote an excellent chapter on biocontainment facility

maintenance for ABSA's Second Anthology of Biosafety.  It is a very good

resource for maintenance issues.

At Cornell, we worked closely with the foremen and Safety Manager of our

trades shops to develop a BSL-3 maintenance protocol that has the following

4 tiers:

1.  Minor "routine" maintenance (e.g. changing light bulbs) is done by the

lab users.

2.  Minor repairs (i.e. problems that cannot be fixed by the lab users but

do not require extensive disassembly of equipment) are done by our shops

tradespersons (or manufacturer's service reps) under the following

conditions:

- lab operations are suspended and all agents are secured

- the equipment in question and surrounding area is surface-decontaminated

- the maintenance workers are escorted by the University Biosafety Officer,

the College Biosafety Engineer, or their designee

- everyone entering the facility wears the same PPE the lab users normally

wear

- if the maintenance worker determines that extensive disassembly (or other

"major "effort like crawling on the floor to get under something) is

necessary, we will back off and use the procedures outlined in Tier 3,

below.

3.  Major repairs will be performed under the following conditions:

- lab operations are suspended and all agents are secured.

- the BSL-3 suite is gas decontaminated and verified by positive spore

strip kill

- the University Biosafety Officer or the College Biosafety Engineer either

escorts the workers or gives them access to the suite

- everyone wears normal work clothes

(Note if the equipment item can or must be removed from the lab, it will be

decontaminated in the anteroom and removed instead of shutting down the

entire BSL-3.)

4.  Semiannual Preventive Maintenance will be performed under the same

conditions as Tier 3.  Where practical, other maintenance items are saved

for the PM shutdown.

A key element of the protocol is the escort by the biosafety person -- to

help overcome the concern many of our tradespersons have about entering a

BSL-3, we are vouching for their safety with our presence.  Some of them

had been "burned" in the past when they were told an area they had to enter

was "safe" by someone who stayed outside.  We tell them that unless we are

physically in the lab with them, they are to refuse to enter and we will

back them up 100%.  This has greatly increased their trust and comfort

level.

I hope this helps and Go Minutemen!!

Cheers - Paul

At 05:10 PM 2/6/01 -0500, you wrote:

>What procedures do folks have regarding entry into BL-3 facilities for

>maintenance work ?  If the work areas are disinfected and all "hot"

material

>stored away, do you still require full gowning by maintenance personnel

>before entry.  I have heard differing opinions on this.

>

>Thanks for your input,

>

>Howard

>

>Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

>UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

>305 South Street

>Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

>tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210, pager: 617-675-1896

>email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 38            (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax          -3723
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Given the new ergonomics regulations from OSHA, can anyone recommend videos

or a web site to obtain information on this current issue facing the

biotechnology industry.

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

WNWN International, Inc.

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)
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Hi,

I would appreciate some guidance on Biosafety guidelines relating to the use

of human serum. My company would like to obtain "prescreened" serum samples

from a medical institition for use in R&D diagnostic screening. What

Biological Containment level is recommended for screened vs unscreeened

samples ? (We currently have a cell culture facility which could go to BL-3

fairly easily) What general guidelines are recommended for known HBV or

unscreened serum samples? Is vaccination against HBV required ?

Thanks in advance for your wise words of wisdom from a listserv neophyte.

        Greg Waterbury

        Laboratory Manager

        Molecular Staging, Inc.

        300 George Street, Suite 701

      New Haven, CT  06511

      Phone     203 772-5013

      Fax       203 776-5276

      gregw@molecularstaging.com
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Does anyone have any sample letters for notification of pesticide spraying

in schools under the new CAL AB 2260?

> ----------

> From:         Robert N. Latsch[SMTP:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Wednesday, February 07, 2001 9:01 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: disinfectant question

>

> EPA actually has four lists A-D.  Only the sterilant and disinfectant

> lists

> are approved for bbp by OSHA.  Unless they have expanded again?

>

> Remember while it may work, did they say it was OK?

>

> Bob

>

> >I recently purchased a hard surface cleaner, Cetylcide II, that claims

> >to be effective against BBP's, including Hep B.  Contact time is 10

> >minutes for Hep B.  It is one of the few disinfectants other than bleach

> >out there that is effective against Hep B.  (Lots of them are effective

> >against HIV)  Cetylcide II has the same 2 active ingredients that you

> >menitoned.  If you look at the EPA list D products,

> >http://ace.orst.edu/info/nain/lists.htm, effective against HIV and

> >Hep B, the alkyl...ammonium chloride components are the active

> >ingredients.  Sounds like your janitors may be right.

> >I purchased Cetylcide II from Moore Medical.

> >

> >I undertand the desire to move away from using bleach - no matter how

> >careful, I seem to end up ruining my clothing!

> >

> >Another cleaner, in the form of wipes, also effective against BBP's, is

> >Sani-Cloth B wipes.  This is the only wipe that is effective against Hep

> >B.  Again, contact time is 10 minutes.  I purchase these from Fisher.

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      /

> _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

> Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

>
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try

http://www.niehs.nih.gov/odhsb/ergoguid/home.htm

for the NIEHS Health and Safety Guide to Laboratory Ergonomics

Jay Herzmark

Industrial Hygienist
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Thanks Jay!!

Ed Krisiunas
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Greg,

All human serum, human cell lines, tissue, and such should be considered

bloodborne pathogens.  Initial and annual BBP training and HBV vaccination

series should be offered.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Therese Bovee-McKelvey MN, RN, COHN-S           Monday-Friday 8AM - 5PM

Occupational Health Nurse

                                                (206) 543-7388  Office

University of Washington                        (206) 543-3351  Fax

Environmental Health & Safety                   (206) 221-3025  Voice Mail

Box 354400

Seattle, WA  98195-4400                          tbovee@u.washington.edu

http://www.ehs.washington.edu/

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

On Wed, 7 Feb 2001, Greg Waterbury wrote:

> Hi,

>

> I would appreciate some guidance on Biosafety guidelines relating to the use

> of human serum. My company would like to obtain "prescreened" serum samples

> from a medical institition for use in R&D diagnostic screening. What

> Biological Containment level is recommended for screened vs unscreeened

> samples ? (We currently have a cell culture facility which could go to BL-3

> fairly easily) What general guidelines are recommended for known HBV or

> unscreened serum samples? Is vaccination against HBV required ?

> Thanks in advance for your wise words of wisdom from a listserv neophyte.

>

>         Greg Waterbury

>         Laboratory Manager

>         Molecular Staging, Inc.

>         300 George Street, Suite 701

>       New Haven, CT  06511

>       Phone     203 772-5013

>       Fax       203 776-5276

>       gregw@molecularstaging.com

>
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Subject:      Ebola
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Good morning,

Latest news reports are that the woman under quarantine in a Hamilton

hospital does not have Ebola.  Still not sure what she does have though.

Paul

Paul Tocher, ROH, CIH

Manager, Environment, Health and Safety

Aventis Pasteur Limited

1755 Steeles Avenue West, Toronto, ON, M2R 3T4

416-667-2719          416-667-2720 (fax)

paul.tocher@aventis.com
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Ergonomics for the laboratory

In-Reply-To:  <ce.1059dd1c.27b3200e@aol.com>
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The folks at NIH Safety put together an ergonomics video.  You may wish to

give them a call.  A good contact for their office would be  Michelle

Markley, who is their training person.  Michelle is listed in the ABSA

Directory.

At 05:02 PM 2/7/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Given the new ergonomics regulations from OSHA, can anyone recommend videos

>or a web site to obtain information on this current issue facing the

>biotechnology industry.

>

>

>Regards,

>

>

>Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

>WNWN International, Inc.

>PO Box 1164

>Burlington, Connecticut

>06013

>860-675-1217

>860-675-1311(fax)

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@OSPREY.SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Rodent Brain biosafety
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Hi:

Sh. the sharps protocol for items used in rodent brain research be the =

same as the standard BBP/sharps protocol?

Sh I have researchers use sharps containers, not recap, etc.?

thanks

Norm

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor

Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

Fax: 301-862-0281

email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"
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From:         "Sims, George" <gos5@CDC.GOV>

Subject:      Food in Labs
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Greetings listserv members,

Our facility has office workstation areas for the lab personnel.

Unfortunately the desks are located in the same room as the labs and there

is no room available  to move the desks out of the labs. Currently we don't

permit eating or drinking in any of the laboratories.  The question the lab

personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be permitted at

their desk since it is a "clean" area. Primarily BSL1 and sometimes BSL2

materials are used.

I would like some suggestions if anyone else has a similar laboratory setup.

> George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

> Industrial Hygienist

> National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

> 1095 Willodale Road

> Morgantown WV 26505

> gos5@cdc.gov

> (304)285-5863 (voice)

> (304)285-5717 (fax)

>

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Doblhoff-dier Otto <doblhoff@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs

In-Reply-To:  <CF5EBE47968BD111BEB70000F840E60C047FF520@mcdc-mtn-1.cdc.gov>
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Dear George,

Labs are labs. Full stop. Especially when using BSL 2 material,

eating, drinking etc. is just not done. If it is the same room, you

just can not define clean areas with a good concience. Once you allow

coffee at the desk, just watch out what happens...

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer L=E4nde 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615

EMAIL: doblhoff@edv2.boku.ac.at

WWW: http://www.boku.ac.at/iam/efb/doblhoff/doblhoff.htm
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DRUMMOND, David" <DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Rodent Brain biosafety

The regulations do not apply but there are lots of reasons to use similar

procedures. Here are a few:

- Custodians and landfill folks don't know where the sharps came from and

shouldn't have to ask

- Needlesticks are unpleasant and we don't know what that rat might be

incubating

- People who handle lab waste need to be protected from needlesticks and

cuts whether human-contaminated or not

- And don't forget dumpster divers who might sue if injured in your

attractive nuisance

Dave

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

David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

Director, Safety Department

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

Sh. the sharps protocol for items used in rodent brain research be the same

as the standard BBP/sharps protocol?

Sh I have researchers use sharps containers, not recap, etc.?
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From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs
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It has been my experience, and I'm sure most others, that old habits =

are

hard to break. Once this is allowed in "low risk" laboratories that =

what is

to prevent these same individuals from this practice in "higher risk"

laboratories. Not to mention the fact that it's just not good lab =

practice

regardless of what is used in the lab. My $0.05 worth (allowing for

inflation of course).

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce =

the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Doblhoff-dier Otto [mailto:doblhoff@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT]

Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2001 9:15 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Food in Labs

Dear George,

Labs are labs. Full stop. Especially when using BSL 2 material,

eating, drinking etc. is just not done. If it is the same room, you

just can not define clean areas with a good concience. Once you allow

coffee at the desk, just watch out what happens...

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer L=E4nde 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615

EMAIL: doblhoff@edv2.boku.ac.at

WWW: http://www.boku.ac.at/iam/efb/doblhoff/doblhoff.htm
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DRUMMOND, David" <DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs

If you have the $$ and space permits, put up a transparent partition with a

handwashing sink at the access point. If you can't create a significant

physical separation, I agree with Otto--but it's hell to enforce.

Good luck,

Dave

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

David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

Director, Safety Department

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

 -----Original Message-----

The question the lab

personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be permitted at

their desk since it is a "clean" area. Primarily BSL1 and sometimes BSL2

materials are used.
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From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs

In-Reply-To:  <CF5EBE47968BD111BEB70000F840E60C047FF520@mcdc-mtn-1.cdc.go v>
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Hi, George -

You'll probably get 100% the same response from this group - it is not

possible to establish such a "clean area" inside any continguous space in

which activities requiring BSL2 containment are conducted.  Labs is labs is

labs!  A very firm and clear line must be drawn and that line is complete

physical separation between the two areas, i.e., floor-to-ceiling walls

with no openings other than a door that closes tightly to provide

controlled access into the containment area.  Also, establishing such a

precendent would be a sure path to future problems - remember the old "give

an inch, take a mile" concept.  Remember also, Murphy is alive and well and

lives in laboratories and many of our safety battles are really with him

(her??) ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director & Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

===========================================

At 09:34 AM 2/8/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Greetings listserv members,

>Our facility has office workstation areas for the lab personnel.

>Unfortunately the desks are located in the same room as the labs and there

>is no room available  to move the desks out of the labs. Currently we don't

>permit eating or drinking in any of the laboratories.  The question the lab

>personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be permitted at

>their desk since it is a "clean" area. Primarily BSL1 and sometimes BSL2

>materials are used.

>

>I would like some suggestions if anyone else has a similar laboratory setup.

>

>

>> George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

>> Industrial Hygienist

>> National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

>> 1095 Willodale Road

>> Morgantown WV 26505

>> gos5@cdc.gov

>> (304)285-5863 (voice)

>> (304)285-5717 (fax)

>>

>>

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs

In-Reply-To:  <CF5EBE47968BD111BEB70000F840E60C047FF520@mcdc-mtn-1.cdc.gov>
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We have the same policy and periodiclay conduct, "food raids".  Why can't

the food be there?  Common sense says aeresols. Regulatory sense says lab

standard, bbp and radiation safety rules all say don't do that:)

Our Director even issued a statement to all professors.  This is not a big

problem but it is an ongoing concern.

Last spring on a food raid, we removed 150 bottles, a couple cases of pop,

cake and other food, from a walk in cooler.  The beer was that imported

stuff.  They told us that they wanted the stuff back.  We said fine, after

it was autoclaved.  they kind of lost interest at that point:)

Bob

>Greetings listserv members,

>Our facility has office workstation areas for the lab personnel.

>Unfortunately the desks are located in the same room as the labs and there

>is no room available  to move the desks out of the labs. Currently we don't

>permit eating or drinking in any of the laboratories.  The question the lab

>personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be permitted at

>their desk since it is a "clean" area. Primarily BSL1 and sometimes BSL2

>materials are used.

>

>I would like some suggestions if anyone else has a similar laboratory setup.

>

>

>> George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

>> Industrial Hygienist

>> National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

>> 1095 Willodale Road

>> Morgantown WV 26505

>> gos5@cdc.gov

>> (304)285-5863 (voice)

>> (304)285-5717 (fax)

>>

>>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs
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Most, if not all, bio-research labs are going to have some radioactive

material at some time or another, and assuredly will have chemicals, in

addition to the bio materials. 

You have to do a risk assessment looking at all of these items.  Rad

materials means no food, no drink, no exceptions, under our state =

license.

I believe that is how the NRC interprets it as well. That is the =

standard we

attempt to apply across the board.  Otherwise we would spend all our =

time

re-evaluating a lab's status with respect to the materials in use, to =

make

exceptions. 

And the original query was from someone with NIOSH--a federal agency.

Hmm--I thought those were the folks who were most concerned with =

getting

those of us in academia and private industry to play by the rules.

Now that we have a new research building being designed, guess where =

the

individual study carrels/desks will be?  In the lab, on the window side =

of

the benches.  One concession in design was to have a designated

break/conference area on the outside of the lab space.  My educated =

guess is

that coffee cups and water bottles will still migrate into the lab =

area.

We will tell our folks the regulations and the policy. Then we leave it =

up

to the PI to enforce it, since it is hs/her space and he/she has signed =

a

statement to the effect that he/she is responsible for all regulatory

compliance.  When someone has an exposure, we leave it up to the =

Workers

Comp and insurance folks to determine if anything should be =

investigated,

and after an investigation if any culpability should be assigned.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave.

Denver, CO 80262

Phone:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026
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Subject:      Re: Food in Labs
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Ask the staff - "BL1, E. coli may not make you sick, but do you really want to

eat it?  And what about the other stuff you handle in there - chemicals, etc? Do

you really want to eat those?"  CDC guidelines  Standard microbiological

practices say "don't eat in labs" period.

"Sims, George" <gos5@CDC.GOV> on 02/08/2001 08:34:09 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

Subject:  Food in Labs

Greetings listserv members,

Our facility has office workstation areas for the lab personnel.

Unfortunately the desks are located in the same room as the labs and there

is no room available  to move the desks out of the labs. Currently we don't

permit eating or drinking in any of the laboratories.  The question the lab

personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be permitted at

their desk since it is a "clean" area. Primarily BSL1 and sometimes BSL2

materials are used.

I would like some suggestions if anyone else has a similar laboratory setup.

> George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

> Industrial Hygienist

> National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

> 1095 Willodale Road

> Morgantown WV 26505

> gos5@cdc.gov

> (304)285-5863 (voice)

> (304)285-5717 (fax)

>

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs
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Great point Bob regarding autoclaving the confiscated items. I'll have to

remember that one! I ran into a lab not too long ago that had 3 cases of

pre-formed beef patties, several packages of hot dogs, a couple packages of

smoked sausage and 2 tubs of margarita mix all in the freezer where they

were storing materials of both rad and bio in nature. Being from the South I

was very tempted to confiscate and have one heck of a bar-b-que but instead

decided to inform the occupants that they must dispose of the material. They

were not happy but they realized that they were breaking the rules and

ultimately complied.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2001 5:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Food in Labs

We have the same policy and periodiclay conduct, "food raids".  Why can't

the food be there?  Common sense says aeresols. Regulatory sense says lab

standard, bbp and radiation safety rules all say don't do that:)

Our Director even issued a statement to all professors.  This is not a big

problem but it is an ongoing concern.

Last spring on a food raid, we removed 150 bottles, a couple cases of pop,

cake and other food, from a walk in cooler.  The beer was that imported

stuff.  They told us that they wanted the stuff back.  We said fine, after

it was autoclaved.  they kind of lost interest at that point:)

Bob

>Greetings listserv members,

>Our facility has office workstation areas for the lab personnel.

>Unfortunately the desks are located in the same room as the labs and there

>is no room available  to move the desks out of the labs. Currently we don't

>permit eating or drinking in any of the laboratories.  The question the lab

>personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be permitted

at

>their desk since it is a "clean" area. Primarily BSL1 and sometimes BSL2

>materials are used.

>

>I would like some suggestions if anyone else has a similar laboratory

setup.

>

>

>> George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

>> Industrial Hygienist

>> National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

>> 1095 Willodale Road

>> Morgantown WV 26505

>> gos5@cdc.gov

>> (304)285-5863 (voice)

>> (304)285-5717 (fax)

>>

>>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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In NY, we've got regs that now require notification, etc for pest spraying.

There is also an excellant group in NY that is trying to provide

information & assistance to parents and schools & the newly required health

& safety committees (k-12). They are the "Healthy Schools Network, Inc."

(http://www.healthyschools.org)

They have lots of helpful info, including letters &posting notices.

One of the docs they've recently come out with is very useful (remember,

they're written for parents & schools that don't "do safety" ):

(See attached file: Healthy Schools.doc)

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

--0__=852569ED00597DAB8f9e8a93df938690918c852569ED00597DAB

Content-type: application/msword;

        name="Healthy Schools.doc"

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Healthy Schools.doc"

Content-transfer-encoding: base64

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Feb 2001 10:34:25 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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From:         Jairo Betancourt <jairob@MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs
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This is a situation that I have always to deal with and the answer is

definitely NO. The institution must provide a "lounge" type space" for such

activities and avoid at all costs to mix work and food.

 1. New Buildings. EHS people must have a say in the design of lab

buildings. Most architects do not understand the "laboratory environment"

and design this buildings with"work stations" separating these from the rest

of the lab by a simple modular wall or half wall, etc. and as Glen writes

with no complete physical separation from the lab where not only biological

agents but chemicals are handled. In the design process, the offices, work

stations, should be on a separate air handler, the labs should be negative

in most cases and the offices and work stations positive or at the least

neutral with respect to the corridors. Ventilation is critical.

2. Old buildings. There should be an alternative solution to the lack of a

"lounge area" An outside closet in the corridor could be adapted as the

"coffee station" assuming the labs are negative with relation to the

corridor, that should be a possible solution as long as there is a recessed

space and there is not blockage of the corridors (Fire Code).

I personally take food away from the labs as soon as I find it, if the lab

individual does not do it on his/her own.

Thanks

Jairo
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sims, George" <gos5@CDC.GOV>

Subject:      Food In Labs
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Thanks for the input everyone.

I am very familiar what the BMBL guidelines are and thats why the Safety

Office doesn't allow food or drink in the labs period.  Sometimes it can be

hard to tell the "experts" why they can't do something.

 George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

 Industrial Hygienist

 National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

 1095 Willodale Road

 Morgantown WV 26505

 gos5@cdc.gov

 (304)285-5863 (voice)

 (304)285-5717 (fax)
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The LONG report has some very useful information (although mos of the =

regulatory information is NY State-specific).

BUT, the document alson contains a number of scare tactic statements, =

misinformation, loaded statements, opinions, omissions, etc. that betray =

its supposed noble intentions.

The problem, then, becomes one is which resources are mis-allocated and =

health and safety actually worsen.

I recommend use with a healthy dose of caution.

Norm

e.g.,

It is important to remember that disinfectants are toxic pesticides =

designed to kill living organisms.  As such, they are dangerous to humans, =

especially children.

Just not true!

Some molds are deadly and have been linked to infant deaths and serious =

illnesses in children. 

Again, not true' to any degree that warrants special attention for the =

vast majority of people (inc. children)!

School should take the easiest step to prevent exposures=AFdon't use toxic =

or hazardous supplies. 

That is only looking at the one half of the equation--they are not using =

the chemicals to poison kids--they use the chemicals to achieve a goal.

Whether asbestos is a concern in the school setting depends upon whether =

the asbestos is in an airborne form * fibers in the air which can be =

inhaled.  For this to occur, asbestos must be *friable,* that is, the =

fibers must be loose due to the asbestos-containing material (ACM) having =

been exposed or damaged.

This is not the definition for friable, but at least they recognize the =

need not to remove asbestos as a rule.

The inherent danger in having cracks in walls is obvious: buildings should =

be solid, and building occupants should not have to worry about the =

ceiling falling down on them. 

Cracks in walls are not necessarily indicative of structurally problems.  =

UGH!

Unusable, unsanitary bathrooms are a hidden cause of some school absenteeis=

m.

How silly is that statement.  So are WWF wrestling matches, but....

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer
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Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)
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NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001
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Fax: 301-862-0281
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>>> Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU> 02/08 11:21 AM >>>

In NY, we've got regs that now require notification, etc for pest =

spraying.

There is also an excellant group in NY that is trying to provide

information & assistance to parents and schools & the newly required =

health

& safety committees (k-12). They are the "Healthy Schools Network, Inc."

(http://www.healthyschools.org)

They have lots of helpful info, including letters &posting notices.

One of the docs they've recently come out with is very useful (remember,

they're written for parents & schools that don't "do safety" ):

(See attached file: Healthy Schools.doc)

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Feb 2001 12:18:57 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs

In-Reply-To:  <CF5EBE47968BD111BEB70000F840E60C047FF520@mcdc-mtn-1.cdc.go v>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_251815181==_"

--=====================_251815181==_

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="=====================_251815211==_.ALT"

--=====================_251815211==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 09:34 AM 02/08/01 -0500, you wrote:

>   The question the lab

>personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be permitted at

>their desk since it is a "clean" area.

Why do they think their desk which is in a lab is clean???  See attached

powerpoint slides (let me know if you can't open them) - the slides should

change their minds about clean and not clean in a lab!

> > George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

> > Industrial Hygienist

> > National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

> > 1095 Willodale Road

> > Morgantown WV 26505

> > gos5@cdc.gov

> > (304)285-5863 (voice)

> > (304)285-5717 (fax)

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Could you also make the reverse argument---the food in the labs can =

contaminate the experiments?

We always had the food, smoking, drinking, gum, touch and taste problem in =

the field on haz waste sites.  And to complicate the issue, most workers =

are not your own.

Bottom line: the items on the above list do not belong in the lab.

Norm
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: Food in Labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

George,

If you need to justify the no food/drink rule to lab personnel, you can

relate the fact that regulatory agencies frequently cite organizations for

violating these restrictions.  I know of instances in which both the NRC and

EPA have issued citations after finding coffee cups in wastebaskets in

situations similar to the one you describe.

Howard Lefkin

At 09:34 AM 2/8/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Greetings listserv members,

>Our facility has office workstation areas for the lab personnel.

>Unfortunately the desks are located in the same room as the labs and there

>is no room available  to move the desks out of the labs. Currently we don't

>permit eating or drinking in any of the laboratories.  The question the lab

>personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be permitted

at

>their desk since it is a "clean" area. Primarily BSL1 and sometimes BSL2

>materials are used.

>

>I would like some suggestions if anyone else has a similar laboratory

setup.

>

>

>> George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

>> Industrial Hygienist

>> National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

>> 1095 Willodale Road

>> Morgantown WV 26505

>> gos5@cdc.gov

>> (304)285-5863 (voice)

>> (304)285-5717 (fax)

>>

>>

>
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>    ......all above text deleted.....

>Attachment converted: Jude:aerosol.ppt (SLD3/PPT3) (000076D0)

>Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

>Assoc. Biosafety Officer

>Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

>617-258-5647

>rfink@mit.edu

Richard--This is really excellent!!  Not only is it a brilliant

proof, it could be, as you suggested, a tremendous learning

experience.   Could I get your permission to use it at Cornell.  I

would only use it in-house and it would not leave the campus.  Please

let me know.  Thanks.  Tom

*********************************************************

Tom Shelley,   Chemical Hygiene Officer, Cornell University

Department of Environmental Health and Safety, 125 Humphreys Service Building,

Ithaca, NY 14853.       (607) 255-4288              tjs1@cornell.edu
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Hello:

Can I be directed towards regs, guidelines, BMPs, or other resources to =

determine how I sh dispose of animal carcasses?

I would also like to find out what questions about the carcasses, =

diseases, chemicals, etc. to ask my bio and psych profs to be able to fit =

the disposal into the regs, etc.  This would be esp. important, I would =

think, if I can segregate them into different disposal streams.

thanks

Norm
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Terese,

I liked most of what you said.  This last paragraph troubles me and my

colleagues here.

This is a point we have argued over and over. And we still bring it back

and argue some more!

Current thought:

OSHA will hold the company responsible.

The company representative responsible is the supervisor, aka the PI.

The most likely question to be asked is why didn't the employer(company)

make sure that the supervisor did his job?

OSHA will hold the company responsible for failing to make sure that the

supervisor(PI) failed to protect his people.

As much as we would love to just throw this on the PI and leave it be, we

do not dare.

We feel that the liability is incredible and the defense non-existent.

If a Lab does not follow the rules, we tell the PI.

If the PI does not enforce we tell the Chair.

If the Chair does not correct the PI, We tell the Dean.

Next stop is the Provost office.

We have never had to go higher than the Chair.

All is done on paper.

This is not a bed of roses.

The most frustrating part of this job is dealing with a phd who feels that

he has no boss.

The Administration made it quite clear in a letter to all PI's a few years ago.

follow the rules. They still have to be persuaded.

If you follow the rules and something goes wrong we will stand with

you(Best defense).

If you ignore the rules, we will disavow any knowlege of your actions(CYA).

We do initiate corrective actions.  That is our CYA.

It ain't perfect, but it is all we have got.

bob

****EDITED****

>We will tell our folks the regulations and the policy. Then we leave it up

>to the PI to enforce it, since it is hs/her space and he/she has signed a

>statement to the effect that he/she is responsible for all regulatory

>compliance.  When someone has an exposure, we leave it up to the Workers

>Comp and insurance folks to determine if anything should be investigated,

>and after an investigation if any culpability should be assigned.

>

>

>Therese M. Stinnett

>Biosafety Officer

>Health and Safety Division

>UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>

>4200 E. 9th Ave.

>

>Denver, CO 80262

>

>Phone:  303-315-6754

>Pager:   303-266-5402

>Fax:      303-315-8026

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Great collection of slides!

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Richard Fink [SMTP:rfink@MIT.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2001 12:19 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Food in Labs

>

> At 09:34 AM 02/08/01 -0500, you wrote:

>

>

>         The question the lab

>       personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be

> permitted at

>       their desk since it is a "clean" area.

>

>

> Why do they think their desk which is in a lab is clean???  See attached

> powerpoint slides (let me know if you can't open them) - the slides should

> change their minds about clean and not clean in a lab!

>

>

>

>       > George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

>       > Industrial Hygienist

>       > National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

>       > 1095 Willodale Road

>       > Morgantown WV 26505

>       > gos5@cdc.gov

>       > (304)285-5863 (voice)

>       > (304)285-5717 (fax)

>       >

>       >

>  << File: aerosol.ppt >>  << Message: Untitled Attachment >>
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Richard,

I agree, this is great!  Could we use this?

bob

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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these look like old NCI or NIH slides. Are they? We use some of them in the

biosafety course

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2001 12:19 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Food in Labs

At 09:34 AM 02/08/01 -0500, you wrote:

  The question the lab

personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be permitted at

their desk since it is a "clean" area.

Why do they think their desk which is in a lab is clean???  See attached

powerpoint slides (let me know if you can't open them) - the slides should

change their minds about clean and not clean in a lab!

> George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

> Industrial Hygienist

> National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

> 1095 Willodale Road

> Morgantown WV 26505

> gos5@cdc.gov

> (304)285-5863 (voice)

> (304)285-5717 (fax)

>

>
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Unless you are in California, there the contact time for HBV as stated on

the label is 15 minutes.

We have more virulent everything here.

:)

At 02:11 PM 2/7/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I recently purchased a hard surface cleaner, Cetylcide II, that claims

>to be effective against BBP's, including Hep B.  Contact time is 10

>minutes for Hep B.  It is one of the few disinfectants other than bleach

>out there that is effective against Hep B.  (Lots of them are effective

>against HIV)  Cetylcide II has the same 2 active ingredients that you

>menitoned.  If you look at the EPA list D products,

>http://ace.orst.edu/info/nain/lists.htm, effective against HIV and

>Hep B, the alkyl...ammonium chloride components are the active

>ingredients.  Sounds like your janitors may be right.

>I purchased Cetylcide II from Moore Medical.

>

>I undertand the desire to move away from using bleach - no matter how

>careful, I seem to end up ruining my clothing!

>

>Another cleaner, in the form of wipes, also effective against BBP's, is

>Sani-Cloth B wipes.  This is the only wipe that is effective against Hep

>B.  Again, contact time is 10 minutes.  I purchase these from Fisher.
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Our medical waste hauler takes our animal carcasses such as rabbits and

rats used in physiology lab and also the preserved cats and fetal pigs

used in anatomy labs. Most of the carcasses go into Med waste/biohazard

boxes even tho they are not biohazardous.  Our med waste hauler is aware

that they are taking "non-hazardous" animal carcasses.

  I would appreciate knowing it this is incorrect and if they should be

disposed of a different manner.  I have not been able to find any info

on the topic.
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Does anyone have the web address for International Bloodborne Pathogen

standards in the UK?  I want to see if there are any major differences from

the US.

Donna K Spragan

Senior Safety Specialist

Aventis Pharmaceuticals

3825 Bay Center Place

Hayward, CA 94545

Tel: (510) 266-5058

Fax: (510) 266-5019

Email: donna.spragan@aventis.com
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  Has anyone reviewed the needle distruction device called the

  Needlyzer?

  If so, would you please share with the group your conclusions????

  Thanks,

  Patty Olinger

  Pharmacia
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To all wondering:

At 02:53 PM 02/08/01 +0000, you wrote:

>Richard,

>

>I agree, this is great!  Could we use this?

>

>bob

>

Go ahead, I do not believe that people should have to reinvent material,

especially as the stuff was mainly taken out of published articles.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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try

http://www.doh.gov.uk/hai/standardprinciples.pdf

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Donna K Spragan [mailto:donna.spragan@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, February 08, 2001 3:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: International BBP Regs

Does anyone have the web address for International Bloodborne Pathogen

standards in the UK?  I want to see if there are any major differences from

the US.

Donna K Spragan

Senior Safety Specialist

Aventis Pharmaceuticals

3825 Bay Center Place

Hayward, CA 94545

Tel: (510) 266-5058

Fax: (510) 266-5019

Email: donna.spragan@aventis.com
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Williams, Eleanor" <ewilliams@SLD.STATE.NM.US>

Subject:      Water resistant lab coats
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A question has been raised in the Biological Sciences lab regarding lab

coats and H2O resistance of them vs. not being H2O resistant.  Would any of

you be able to inform me of the OSHA requirements regarding specifications

for a microbiologically used lab coat?

The lab coats used in this lab are used for general microbiology,

environmental microbiology, virology, serology, and mycology.

I would appreciate any input that you might have.

Thank You,

Eleanor Williams

Quality Control Director / Safety Officer

Scientific Laboratory Division

P.O. Box 4700

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87196-4700

Phone: (505) 841-2585

Fax: (505) 841-2543

ewilliams@sld.state.nm.us
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs
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Bob:

Thank you for the kind words.

regarding:

>Current thought:

>OSHA will hold the company responsible.

>The company representative responsible is the supervisor, aka the PI.

>The most likely question to be asked is why didn't the employer(company)

>make sure that the supervisor did his job?

>OSHA will hold the company responsible for failing to make sure that the

>supervisor(PI) failed to protect his people.

I work for a state institution, in the State of Colorado.  It is a political

subdivision of the state, as established in the state constitution.

Paraphrasing what the law says--OSHA does not apply to political

subdivisions of state governments unless they choose to be covered.  Grant

agencies, even federal ones, spending federal tax dollars have language that

says (again with the paraphrasing) that those individuals and institutions

accepting dollars for grants or contracts will comply with and assure

compliance with all "applicable" regulations.

Anyone care to define "applicable" for me?

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

UCHSC

Denver, CO 80262

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 Feb 2001 08:07:32 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DRUMMOND, David" <DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs

Several non-OSHA Plan states do not cover public employees. IMHO, public

employers have a responsibility to provide a level of health and safety

protection equal to that provided to private sector employees. That is an

ethical argument. Whether a good lawyer (for example, working on behalf of

the family of a disabled employee) could turn the ethical argument into a

successful civil suit is a question for a lawyer. I will continue to hang my

hat on the ethical argument.

The key to success is to maintain a (provable) equivalent level of

protection while avoiding the onerous paperwork.

Dave

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

David Drummond, Director

Safety Department

University of Wisconsin - Madison

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice     608/262-9707

Fax       608/262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

"A ship in port is safe, but that's not what ships are for."

--Grace Hopper

 -----Original Message-----

From:   Therese M. Stinnett [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Grant agencies, even federal ones, spending federal tax dollars have

language that

says (again with the paraphrasing) that those individuals and institutions

accepting dollars for grants or contracts will comply with and assure

compliance with all "applicable" regulations.

Anyone care to define "applicable" for me?
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Water resistant lab coats
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OSHA does not specify "water resistant" or even "impervious" lab coats.

OSHA requires that the employer determine the necessary level of water

resistance, depending on the task. The lab needs to decide if they are

performing a task that has the potential to splatter them with a few liquid

drops during a task, or if there is the potential for enough of a splash to

soak thru the coat. If this is the case, we recommend a plastic disposable

apron over the lab coat.

The other requirement that OSHA is very clear on, is that lab coats that

are worn as PPE (not just as a status symbol or uniform) must be laundered

"by the employer". THis means that the lab coats can not be taken home to

be cleaned. The options are to purchase a washer/dryer for the department,

or a laundry service. Either way, the person that will be doing the laundry

must be trained and offered the Hep B vaccination and wear appropriate PPE.

If the laundry is going off-site, it must be bagged with the biohazard

label.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@OSPREY.SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs
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with regards to the below, which asks for a definition of "applicable,"  =

that is a defined term (at least in the EPA world).

Applicable means regs who are REQUIRED to meet for whatever reason.  =

Therefore, those of us in the state or local government world, the OSHA =

regs are NOT applicable.  They might be "relevant and appropriate," and =

like a couple of folks said, they are most likely ethical, BMPs, etc.

The broader issue, I think, is the divergence of "safety" regs.  It seems =

hard to justify why a level X in one state, city, country, etc. is "safe" =

and yet level Y is needed elsewhere.

In this case, you are also likely covered by a CO version of OSHA.

Norm

[snip]

...comply with and assure

compliance with all "applicable" regulations.

Anyone care to define "applicable" for me?

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

UCHSC

Denver, CO 80262

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor

Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

Fax: 301-862-0281

email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      More aerosol slides
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Richard Gilpin thought that the nonfluoroscein slides were from a 1970's

NIH slide set - could be, the slides have been in my office for over 20

years.  Since so many liked the slides, I have attached some additional

powerpoint slides of the studies I did modeling aerosol/droplet production

using fluoroscein dye.  Use as you wish.

Slide 1 - demonstates splatter from a drop hitting the bench.

Slide 2 & 3 results of vortexing a tube without a cap (note: liquid level

is below the top of the tube).

Slides 4, 5 & 6 - opening of a microcent. tube - contamination on glove and

on the bench.

Slides 7 & 8 - splatter from inserting a loop directly into the flame.

Slide 9 - splatter from touching a hot loop into a "colony".

Slide 10 - result of dropping a test tube (Murphy was in full effect when

we staged this - the damn tube refused to break - had to repeatedly drop it

(cleaning up after each drop) until finally it broke).

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barbara Owen <barbara.owen@BMS.COM>

Organization: Bristol-Myers Squibb

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Animal Carasses
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In NJ, this is appropriate.  It's called Type 2 non-regulated Medical

Waste.  Our carcasses are frozen until the pickup date.  They are also

placed in regular biohazardous shipping containers provided by the Medical

Waste transporter/disposal facility.  All carcasses are burned.

Barb

Lori Keen wrote:

> Our medical waste hauler takes our animal carcasses such as rabbits and

> rats used in physiology lab and also the preserved cats and fetal pigs

> used in anatomy labs. Most of the carcasses go into Med waste/biohazard

> boxes even tho they are not biohazardous.  Our med waste hauler is aware

> that they are taking "non-hazardous" animal carcasses.

>   I would appreciate knowing it this is incorrect and if they should be

> disposed of a different manner.  I have not been able to find any info

> on the topic.
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dillard, Christina" <cdillard@ANTIGENICS.COM>

Subject:      Re: More aerosol slides
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Thanks for sharing these great slides.

Is the fluoroscein dye that you used food grade? If so where did it come

from? If anyone else knows where I could find food grade luminescent dye it

would be appreciated.

Thanks,

 Christina

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 09, 2001 9:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: More aerosol slides

Richard Gilpin thought that the nonfluoroscein slides were from a 1970's

NIH slide set - could be, the slides have been in my office for over 20

years.  Since so many liked the slides, I have attached some additional

powerpoint slides of the studies I did modeling aerosol/droplet production

using fluoroscein dye.  Use as you wish.

Slide 1 - demonstates splatter from a drop hitting the bench.

Slide 2 & 3 results of vortexing a tube without a cap (note: liquid level

is below the top of the tube).

Slides 4, 5 & 6 - opening of a microcent. tube - contamination on glove and

on the bench.

Slides 7 & 8 - splatter from inserting a loop directly into the flame.

Slide 9 - splatter from touching a hot loop into a "colony".

Slide 10 - result of dropping a test tube (Murphy was in full effect when

we staged this - the damn tube refused to break - had to repeatedly drop it

(cleaning up after each drop) until finally it broke).

Richie
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Giles, Carol A." <cgiles@ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs
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Can't help asking one more thing about the food in labs issue.  Is there a

area where the lab personnel can go and eat without eating in the lab?  If

there is a break room within reasonable distance, it would likely help

ameliorate the desire to keep their food in the lab.

Being a former medical technologist, I saw a lot of food in the lab in the

very early 80's, but we soon cleared that up by repeatedly throwing out the

food, and reminding people of how disgusting the idea was to keep food and

their work together. We had a break room across the hall and had a food

refrigerator in it, so there was no excuse.  Hard to believe a microbiology

lab worker has to be persuaded to keep food elsewhere!  Did they miss the

class when fecal-oral route was discussed?  We weren't supposed to wear our

lab coats outside of the lab, either, although they were such a status

symbol, it was harder to enforce.  Imagine a sea of white protective lab

coats in the cafeteria, which is what happened(s)!

Carol A. Giles, MPH, CIH (and MT(ASCP))

Industrial Hygienist/Safety Specialist

Argonne National Laboratory

9700 S. Cass Ave., Bldg. 200

Argonne, IL 60439

email: cgiles@anl.gov

(630) 252-3427

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

Sent: February 08, 2001 5:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Food in Labs

We have the same policy and periodiclay conduct, "food raids".  Why can't

the food be there?  Common sense says aeresols. Regulatory sense says lab

standard, bbp and radiation safety rules all say don't do that:)

Our Director even issued a statement to all professors.  This is not a big

problem but it is an ongoing concern.

Last spring on a food raid, we removed 150 bottles, a couple cases of pop,

cake and other food, from a walk in cooler.  The beer was that imported

stuff.  They told us that they wanted the stuff back.  We said fine, after

it was autoclaved.  they kind of lost interest at that point:)

Bob

>Greetings listserv members,

>Our facility has office workstation areas for the lab personnel.

>Unfortunately the desks are located in the same room as the labs and there

>is no room available  to move the desks out of the labs. Currently we don't

>permit eating or drinking in any of the laboratories.  The question the lab

>personnel are asking is why can't food (particularly coffee) be permitted

at

>their desk since it is a "clean" area. Primarily BSL1 and sometimes BSL2

>materials are used.

>

>I would like some suggestions if anyone else has a similar laboratory

setup.

>

>

>> George Sims MS,MT (ASCP)

>> Industrial Hygienist

>> National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health

>> 1095 Willodale Road

>> Morgantown WV 26505

>> gos5@cdc.gov

>> (304)285-5863 (voice)

>> (304)285-5717 (fax)

>>

>>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "P. Moravek" <pmoravek@WPI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs, strategies
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Here's some strategies that are fairly successful in my building (Bio/Biotech &

Biomed Eng. Department class & Research Labs).

1.  Put chairs and a little table in a handy alcove of the hall outside the

lab.  Acts as a coffee/break stop.

2.  Affix signs to all lab refrigerators that state "NO FOOD ALLOWED" (been

doing that at least 15 years!) and/or "CHEMICAL STORAGE ONLY".

3.  Signs on all lab doors that state "NO FOOD ALLOWED" (some also state "no

food, drinks, application of cosmetics or handling contact lenses allowed in

this lab").

4.  Provide an alternative place to store food.

5.  Pester people EVERY time an infraction is discovered (of limited usefulness

. . . . . . . . . . who wants to be the "food police" all the time?)

Of course there are folks (about 5%) who always circumvent these safe practices

and I don't know any way to change their behavior . . . . . short of 4 oz of

buckshot (just kidding!).  Any creative solutions would be greatly appreciated.

I did work at a facility about 18 years ago where the "lab coat" status thing

was handled adroitly.  Everyone had at least 2 lab coats, and only the clean

(never been in the lab) one was allowed to be worn to the lunch area.  Most

folks handled this by rotating to a clean lab coat right before going to lunch,

dumping the dirty coat into the laundry bin at the same time.  This point was

clearly covered in orientation!

Cheers,

--P.Moravek, Biosafety Officer

  WPI

  Worcester, MA

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 Feb 2001 11:32:36 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs, strategies
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I agree with your strategy as far as signage on refrigerators and walls etc.

I think we need to be very cautious as far as recommending chairs and tables

in corridors. An alcove is more than likely ok, but consulting the NFPA

codes regarding proper space in corridors should be performed. This whole

dilemma tends to underscore the importance of the design review process for

new facilities and how we should take into account situations such as this.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: P. Moravek [mailto:pmoravek@WPI.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 09, 2001 11:31 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Food in Labs, strategies

Here's some strategies that are fairly successful in my building

(Bio/Biotech &

Biomed Eng. Department class & Research Labs).

1.  Put chairs and a little table in a handy alcove of the hall outside the

lab.  Acts as a coffee/break stop.

2.  Affix signs to all lab refrigerators that state "NO FOOD ALLOWED" (been

doing that at least 15 years!) and/or "CHEMICAL STORAGE ONLY".

3.  Signs on all lab doors that state "NO FOOD ALLOWED" (some also state "no

food, drinks, application of cosmetics or handling contact lenses allowed in

this lab").

4.  Provide an alternative place to store food.

5.  Pester people EVERY time an infraction is discovered (of limited

usefulness

. . . . . . . . . . who wants to be the "food police" all the time?)

Of course there are folks (about 5%) who always circumvent these safe

practices

and I don't know any way to change their behavior . . . . . short of 4 oz of

buckshot (just kidding!).  Any creative solutions would be greatly

appreciated.

I did work at a facility about 18 years ago where the "lab coat" status

thing

was handled adroitly.  Everyone had at least 2 lab coats, and only the clean

(never been in the lab) one was allowed to be worn to the lunch area.  Most

folks handled this by rotating to a clean lab coat right before going to

lunch,

dumping the dirty coat into the laundry bin at the same time.  This point

was

clearly covered in orientation!

Cheers,

--P.Moravek, Biosafety Officer

  WPI

  Worcester, MA
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jairo Betancourt <jairob@MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Laser Flow Cytometry
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Laser Flow cytometry should not pose any hazards if you are using a modern

device. Normally the laser beam, is enclosed and the bay can Only be opened

by a service individual. When it happens you must defeat a safety interlock,

which normally would shut the beam.

These kind of devices are considered class 1 under the ANSI 136.1, Usually a

higher class laser is embedded or enclosed. Bottom line you do not have

access to the beam's radiation. my 5 centavos  worth. Thanks

Jairo Betancourt

University of Miami
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Water resistant lab coats

In-Reply-To:  <B8C2B84BA7F4A44C80C5CFBE440A053603B947@passport.sld.state.nm.us>
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You are going to love this.  The OSHA basic requirement is real simple.

DOES IT WORK?  If it works fine.  If it does not work, try something else.

I know it sounds funny.  But this is the way it works.

bob

>A question has been raised in the Biological Sciences lab regarding lab

>coats and H2O resistance of them vs. not being H2O resistant.  Would any of

>you be able to inform me of the OSHA requirements regarding specifications

>for a microbiologically used lab coat?

>The lab coats used in this lab are used for general microbiology,

>environmental microbiology, virology, serology, and mycology.

>

>I would appreciate any input that you might have.

>

>Thank You,

>

>Eleanor Williams

>Quality Control Director / Safety Officer

>Scientific Laboratory Division

>P.O. Box 4700

>Albuquerque, New Mexico 87196-4700

>Phone: (505) 841-2585

>Fax: (505) 841-2543

>ewilliams@sld.state.nm.us

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs

In-Reply-To:  <C9DD7DA49BF9D211B58800805FA7F1F50393470D@ex3.UCHSC.EDU>
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Hi Terese,

This is kind of like a dammed if you do dammed if you don't deal.

OSHA may not apply to a state institution.  That does not mean that the

institution cannot be held to that standard in terms of liability should an

incident occur.

The other thing to consider is the PR factor.  When an incident comes to

light it never reflects well on the insititution.

bob

>Bob:

>

>Thank you for the kind words.

>

>regarding:

>>Current thought:

>>OSHA will hold the company responsible.

>>The company representative responsible is the supervisor, aka the PI.

>>The most likely question to be asked is why didn't the employer(company)

>>make sure that the supervisor did his job?

>>OSHA will hold the company responsible for failing to make sure that the

>>supervisor(PI) failed to protect his people.

>

>I work for a state institution, in the State of Colorado.  It is a political

>subdivision of the state, as established in the state constitution.

>Paraphrasing what the law says--OSHA does not apply to political

>subdivisions of state governments unless they choose to be covered.  Grant

>agencies, even federal ones, spending federal tax dollars have language that

>says (again with the paraphrasing) that those individuals and institutions

>accepting dollars for grants or contracts will comply with and assure

>compliance with all "applicable" regulations.

>

>Anyone care to define "applicable" for me?

>

>Therese M. Stinnett

>Biosafety Officer

>UCHSC

>Denver, CO 80262

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Claudia Mickelson <claudiam@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Clincial Hold on aav trials

In-Reply-To:  <5.0.2.1.0.20010205090930.00a8fad0@127.0.0.1>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Biosafety Group,

The NIH RAC and the FDA will be discussing this at the March RAC meeting, a

mini-AAV Safety symposium.  Various AAV researchers will be presenting

pre-clinical animal data.  The agenda & discussion will be on the web as

part of the RAC meeting.

Claudia Mickelson

At 09:13 AM 2/5/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Dear all,

>        We just learned that in mid-December the FDA put a nationwide hold on

>clinical trails involving adeno-associated virus vectors. The hold was

>released in mid-January. Apparently someone injected (iv) newborn mice with

>an aav vector and 18 months later some of the mice came down with liver

>cancer.  The hold was released on the condition that the informed consent

>statement reflect this finding.

>        We know nothing more about this and wonder if anyone else has further

>information.

>Andy

>

Claudia Mickelson, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

MIT 56-255

77 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139-4307

ph:  617-253-1740

fax: 617-258-5856

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Feb 2001 10:06:06 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Laser Flow Cytometry

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=windows-1252

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

also check out

Ferbas, J., K.R. Chadwick, A. Logar, A.E. Patterson, R.W. Gilpin, and J.B.

Margolick.  1995.  Assessment of aerosol containment on the Elite flow

cytometer.  Cytometry. 22:45-47.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Janice Flesher [mailto:janice.flesher@BMS.COM]

Sent: Monday, February 05, 2001 9:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Laser Flow Cytometry

David,

See the following 2 papers;

Introduction to the biosafety guidelines for sorting of unfixed cells,

Ingrid

Schmid and Phillip Dean

Biosafety guidelines for sorting unfixed cells, Ingrid Schmid, et al.

in Cytometry, Vol 28, Issue 2, 1997.

Janice

"Senjem, David H." wrote:

> Can anyone comment on potential biosafety issues associated with Laser

Flow

> Cytometry and, if present, precautionary measures used in mitigating the

> associated risks?

>

> Thank you,

>

> David H. Senjem

> Mayo Clinic

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Feb 2001 09:49:18 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Janice Flesher <janice.flesher@BMS.COM>

Organization: Bristol-Myers Squibb

Subject:      Re: Laser Flow Cytometry

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary=------------F4C8A0B4D966A8AB7950242B

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------F4C8A0B4D966A8AB7950242B

Content-Type: text/plain;

 charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

David,

See the following 2 papers;

Introduction to the biosafety guidelines for sorting of unfixed cells, Ingrid

Schmid and Phillip Dean

Biosafety guidelines for sorting unfixed cells, Ingrid Schmid, et al.

in Cytometry, Vol 28, Issue 2, 1997.

Janice

"Senjem, David H." wrote:

> Can anyone comment on potential biosafety issues associated with Laser Flow

> Cytometry and, if present, precautionary measures used in mitigating the

> associated risks?

>

> Thank you,

>

> David H. Senjem

> Mayo Clinic

--------------F4C8A0B4D966A8AB7950242B

Content-Type: text/x-vcard;

 charset=us-ascii;

 name=janice.flesher.vcf

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Janice Flesher

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename=janice.flesher.vcf

begin:vcard

n:Flesher;Janice

tel;fax:(609) 818-5638

tel;work:(609) 818-5630

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

org:Bristol-Myers Squibb Company;<img src=open"http://www.webshots.com/photos/imgs3/1/2201-mid.jpg">

adr:;;P.O. Box 5400;Princeton;NJ;08543-5400;

version:2.1

email;internet:janice.flesher@bms.com

title:Environmental Health & Safety

fn:Janice Flesher

end:vcard

--------------F4C8A0B4D966A8AB7950242B--
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Date:         Mon, 5 Feb 2001 09:35:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

Subject:      Re: Laser Flow Cytometry

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Have you considered the possibility of deflection and spatter in the flow

streams?

If you are working with unfixed infectious material, this could be an issue.

Barry Cohen (SM, NRM), (CBSP, ABSA)

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Jairo Betancourt [mailto:jairob@MIAMI.EDU]

Sent: Monday, February 05, 2001 8:18 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Laser Flow Cytometry

Laser Flow cytometry should not pose any hazards if you are using a modern

device. Normally the laser beam, is enclosed and the bay can Only be opened

by a service individual. When it happens you must defeat a safety interlock,

which normally would shut the beam.

These kind of devices are considered class 1 under the ANSI 136.1, Usually a

higher class laser is embedded or enclosed. Bottom line you do not have

access to the beam's radiation. my 5 centavos  worth. Thanks

Jairo Betancourt

University of Miami

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Feb 2001 10:40:32 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Medscape article of interest....

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Here is a website with the summary of a J. Virology article that may be of

interest. I heard part of a discussion about this article when I was driving

to work--it was a hot topic on NPR!

MOUSEPOX EXPRESSING INTERLEUKIN-4 IS LETHAL TO NORMALLY RESISTANT MICE

During animal trials to develop an immunocontraceptive vaccine, Australian

researchers inadvertently created a lethal mousepox virus, one that kills

mice genetically resistant to or recently vaccinated with mousepox.

http://id.medscape.com/33118.rhtml?srcmp=id-020201

<a href="http://id.medscape.com/33118.rhtml?srcmp=id-020201"> Read it

Here</a>

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 Feb 2001 16:34:39 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      -80 Freezers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C092E8.7F3C33F6"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand

this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C092E8.7F3C33F6

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a PI that

is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to be moved.

All of these freezers are filled with non human primate tissue. Given the

prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be removed, packed

according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the street or can the

freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them?

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 Feb 2001 15:41:43 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Is the distance part of your campus or not? Is it interupted by a public

street? If so, it may be a little more of a risk but you are not shipping

these materials so only common sense would apply. Can you move without

thawing? Can you take a tunnel?

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Kyle Boyett

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, February 9, 2001 3:34 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      -80 Freezers

>

> I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a PI

> that is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to be

> moved. All of these freezers are filled with non human primate tissue.

> Given the prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be removed,

> packed according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the street or can

> the freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them?

>

>

> Kyle Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Occupational Health and Safety

> University of Alabama at Birmingham

> e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

> Phone-  205-934-2487

> VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

> www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

> ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce

> the value I place on YOUR life**

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 Feb 2001 16:43:31 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Sharyn, Thank you for your prompt reply. The PI will cross a public street

and a company is carrying "for commerce". There are no tunnels going from

one building to the next. These samples are intended to be moved with any

thawing at all. Does this help?

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharyn Baker [mailto:Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 09, 2001 4:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: -80 Freezers

Is the distance part of your campus or not? Is it interupted by a public

street? If so, it may be a little more of a risk but you are not shipping

these materials so only common sense would apply. Can you move without

thawing? Can you take a tunnel?

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Kyle Boyett

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, February 9, 2001 3:34 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      -80 Freezers

>

> I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a PI

> that is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to be

> moved. All of these freezers are filled with non human primate tissue.

> Given the prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be removed,

> packed according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the street or can

> the freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them?

>

>

> Kyle Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Occupational Health and Safety

> University of Alabama at Birmingham

> e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

> Phone-  205-934-2487

> VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

> www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

> ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce

> the value I place on YOUR life**

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 10 Feb 2001 11:11:34 -0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs

In-Reply-To:  <BC9CD0D92ED9D411AB2000E08110104D3CB697@exchange.anl.gov>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

  We weren't supposed

> to wear our

> lab coats outside of the lab, either, although they were such a status

> symbol, it was harder to enforce.  Imagine a sea of white protective lab

> coats in the cafeteria, which is what happened(s)!

I don't think this is a problem in the UK anymore. The way it was stopped in

my University was by instructing the cafeteria staff to refuse to serve

anyone in a lab coat, and to inform the catering supervisor if anyone tried

to pull rank by saying "I'm a doctor, serve me, because I know what I am

doing". With a supervisor who stands no nonsense from the customers, the lab

coat problem should be solved within 48 hours. If there is more than one

food service outlet in the area, they should all agree to adopt the new

policy on the same day.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

>

> Carol A. Giles, MPH, CIH (and MT(ASCP))

> Industrial Hygienist/Safety Specialist

> Argonne National Laboratory

> 9700 S. Cass Ave., Bldg. 200

> Argonne, IL 60439

> email: cgiles@anl.gov

> (630) 252-3427
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Date:         Sat, 10 Feb 2001 11:21:30 -0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Food in Labs, strategies

In-Reply-To:  <3A84294B.52E33FA7@wpi.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

> I did work at a facility about 18 years ago where the "lab coat"

> status thing

> was handled adroitly.  Everyone had at least 2 lab coats, and

> only the clean

> (never been in the lab) one was allowed to be worn to the lunch

> area.  Most

> folks handled this by rotating to a clean lab coat right before

> going to lunch,

> dumping the dirty coat into the laundry bin at the same time.

No way!! Even a professional cannot distinguish between a fresh lab coat and

one that has an infectious dose of a dangerous organism on the sleeve, which

is then transferred to the table, and then to one of the customers. Anyone

fancy eating from a place that has just been vacated by a person who has

inadvertently contaminated his/her coat with E.coli O157?.

Another trick we use to ensure compliance is to place all coffee cups or

other food utensils found during a lab inspection in the bin used for

disposal of broken laboratory glassware.

99% of people approve of such actions. The action is mentioned in the

inspection report that is sent to the Head of Department, and not many

people complain to the boss that their coffee cup has been trashed.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 08:09:23 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Effectiveness of incineration???

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_ae.110e3a4f.27b93a83_boundary"

--part1_ae.110e3a4f.27b93a83_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Stefan:

The EPA developed a protocol for determining the efficacy of medical waste

incinerators and published their report some years ago (1992/1993?).

I'll try to find it and forward the reference and/or article.

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

In a message dated 2/6/2001 12:28:05 PM Eastern Standard Time, stefan@MSU.EDU

writes:

> Subj: Effectiveness of incineration???

> Date: 2/6/2001 12:28:05 PM Eastern Standard Time

> From:    stefan@MSU.EDU (Stefan Wagener)

> Sender:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU (A Biosafety Discussion List)

> Reply-to:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU (A Biosafety Discussion List)

> To:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>

>

>

>

> As part of the process evaluating effectiveness of pathological waste

> incinerators, I am looking for scientific data (papers) that address the

> destruction of microorganisms during incineration. One would assume this to

> be a straight forward process, however, literature research so far has

> resulted in only a few articles with inconclusive results. Anybody having

> any copies of papers that show what type of bugs can still be found in the

> emission of an incinerator?

>

> Help and suggestions appreciated.

>

> Stefan :-)

>

>

> ----------------------

> Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

> Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

> Michigan State University

> C-126 Research Complex Engineering

> East Lansing, MI 48824

> Phone: (517) 355-6503

> Fax: (517) 353-4871

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 08:34:41 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Needlyzer

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_d0.116085e5.27b94071_boundary"

--part1_d0.116085e5.27b94071_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Pat:

I have looked at several of these devices over the years.

1. It takes practice to insert the needle into the port/hole where the

destruction will occur. Poor aim will result in a bent needle.

2. The system I tried did not destroyed the needle to the hub. A small piece

of metal still remained.

3. The FDA requires manufacturers to include a statement that these devices

should not be used in areas where flammable gases or other items are present

(I have heard of other systems givning off sparks).

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

In a message dated 2/8/2001 3:59:07 PM Eastern Standard Time,

Patricia.L.Olinger@AM.PNU.COM writes:

> Subj: Needlyzer

> Date: 2/8/2001 3:59:07 PM Eastern Standard Time

> From:    Patricia.L.Olinger@AM.PNU.COM (Patricia Olinger)

> Sender:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU (A Biosafety Discussion List)

> Reply-to:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU (A Biosafety Discussion List)

> To:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>

>

>

>

>   Has anyone reviewed the needle distruction device called the

>   Needlyzer?

>

>   If so, would you please share with the group your conclusions????

>

>   Thanks,

>

>   Patty Olinger

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 09:13:32 +0300

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Mendoza <lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU>

Organization: VCU OEHS Biological/Chemical Safety Section

Subject:      Question About Carcinogen Disposal

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------19415B49D2157BCC2179ED7A"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------19415B49D2157BCC2179ED7A

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

As of yet, we don't have a carcinogen specialist on our staff and I was

wondering if incineration of animal bedding with possible carcinogen

contaminants is effective?  If not, what is the best way to dispose of

bedding with carcinogen contaminants?

Thanks

Larry Mendoza

--------------19415B49D2157BCC2179ED7A

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="lgmendoz.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Larry Mendoza

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="lgmendoz.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Mendoza;Larry

tel;pager:804-5762520

tel;fax:804-828-1773

tel;work:804-828-7899

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:hthttp://views.vcu.edu/oehs/chemical/lmendoza.html

org:Virginia Commonwealth University;Office of Environmental Health and Safety-Biological Chemical Safety Section

version:2.1

email;internet:lgmendoz@hsc.vcu.edu

title:Biosafety Inspector

adr;quoted-printable:;;Sanger Hall B2-004=0D=0A1101 East Marshall Street=0D=0APO Box 980112;Richmond;Virginia;23298-0112;USA

fn:Larry Mendoza

end:vcard

--------------19415B49D2157BCC2179ED7A--
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Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 09:22:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

In-Reply-To:  <E372DE8A451CD311899100A0C9B3CEF30326E45F@fabem0.fab.uab.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Kyle,

I am afraid that there is not enought information to help you.  I am not

familiar with the monkey virus you describe.

The organism is regulated for transport if it is a 6.2 substance and it is

being moved by vehicle.  It is completly unregulated if it being moved on

foot.

One could get away with sealing the freezers and moving them on foot.  I

wouldn't recommend it.  Murphy loves this kind of scenario.

I would have the specimens packed in dry ice and moved over to the new

facility.  Move the freezers and then have the materials loaded into the

freezers in their new location.

Bob

>Sharyn, Thank you for your prompt reply. The PI will cross a public street

>and a company is carrying "for commerce". There are no tunnels going from

>one building to the next. These samples are intended to be moved with any

>thawing at all. Does this help?

>

>Kyle Boyett

>Asst. Director of Biosafety

>Occupational Health and Safety

>University of Alabama at Birmingham

>e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

>Phone-  205-934-2487

>VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

>www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

>** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

>value I place on YOUR life**

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Sharyn Baker [mailto:Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU]

>Sent: Friday, February 09, 2001 4:42 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: -80 Freezers

>

>

>Is the distance part of your campus or not? Is it interupted by a public

>street? If so, it may be a little more of a risk but you are not shipping

>these materials so only common sense would apply. Can you move without

>thawing? Can you take a tunnel?

>Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

>Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

>Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

>University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

>Department of Facilities Operations

>Mailstop A078

>4200 E. 9th Avenue

>Denver, Colorado 80262

>Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

>Office phone: (303) 315-8003

>

>> ----------

>> From:         Kyle Boyett

>> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

>> Sent:         Friday, February 9, 2001 3:34 PM

>> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>> Subject:      -80 Freezers

>>

>> I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a PI

>> that is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to be

>> moved. All of these freezers are filled with non human primate tissue.

>> Given the prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be removed,

>> packed according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the street or can

>> the freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them?

>>

>>

>> Kyle Boyett

>> Asst. Director of Biosafety

>> Occupational Health and Safety

>> University of Alabama at Birmingham

>> e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

>> Phone-  205-934-2487

>> VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

>> www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>>

>> ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce

>> the value I place on YOUR life**

>>

>>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 09:46:21 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Hawkins <Larry-Hawkins@OMRF.OUHSC.EDU>

Organization: Oklahoma Medical Research Foundation

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers
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Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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Perhaps I am missing something here, but aren't these diagnostic

specimens? Either way I would think, even thought the transportation

of these samples will require the use of public access road, that if the

freezer are secured they could be transported as is. Do these

freezer have a locking mechanism on them? The specimens inside

each freezer should be boxed and secured so little

movement  can occur during moving.

There is a time limit on how long these freezers can remain un-plugged

before their alarms begin to sound. Better make sure the new labs have

the

right electrical receptacles for the freezers.

Kyle Boyett wrote:

>  I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a

> PI that is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is

> to be moved. All of these freezers are filled with non human primate

> tissue. Given the prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material

> be removed, packed according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across

> the street or can the freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in

> them? Kyle Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Occupational Health and Safety

> University of Alabama at Birmingham

> e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

> Phone-  205-934-2487

> VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

> www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

> ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to

> reduce the value I place on YOUR life**

--

Lawrence J. Hawkins

OMRF

825 NE 13th

Oklahoma City, OK 73104

Voice: 405.271.7266

Fax: 405.271.7012

E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

MIME-Version: 1.0
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              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C0950D.A24C71EA"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand

this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.
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Content-Type: text/plain;
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Larry, This exactly the problem that I am facing. Since these samples are

known to possibly contain Herpes B virus are they in fact simply diagnostic

specimens? I'm starting to come to the conclusion that they should be

shipped using 6.2 infectious substances guidelines. The fact that they are

"suspected" of containing this material would dictate this decision. Am I

missing something here folks? Thanks for the input.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Larry Hawkins [mailto:Larry-Hawkins@OMRF.OUHSC.EDU]

Sent: Monday, February 12, 2001 9:46 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: -80 Freezers

Perhaps I am missing something here, but aren't these diagnostic

specimens? Either way I would think, even thought the transportation

of these samples will require the use of public access road, that if the

freezer are secured they could be transported as is. Do these

freezer have a locking mechanism on them? The specimens inside

each freezer should be boxed and secured so little

movement  can occur during moving.

There is a time limit on how long these freezers can remain un-plugged

before their alarms begin to sound. Better make sure the new labs have the

right electrical receptacles for the freezers.

Kyle Boyett wrote:

 I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a PI that

is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to be moved.

All of these freezers are filled with non human primate tissue. Given the

prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be removed, packed

according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the street or can the

freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them? Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

--

Lawrence J. Hawkins

OMRF

825 NE 13th

Oklahoma City, OK 73104

Voice: 405.271.7266

Fax: 405.271.7012

E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

In-Reply-To:  <E372DE8A451CD311899100A0C9B3CEF30326E460@fabem0.fab.uab.ed u>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Greetings, Amigos!

I think it's time here to take note of the FAA's (and ICAO/IATA's)

somewhat contrary stand on what constitutes an infectious specimen where

blood and body fluid is concerned.  Human blood that is being sent to a

lab for chemistries only is not considered Class 6.2 material but if the

testing includes a hepatitis B screen or any other diagnostic test for

any infectious agent, it becomes 6.2 and must be packed, labeled, marked

and shipped accordingly.  I realize you're talking about macaque source

material here, not human source material, but the point I'm making is

that in spite of years of considering huan source material as potentially

infectious, there is this huge discrepancy between federal and state law

and common biosafety guidelines on the one hand, and federal and

international shipping requirements on the other.  And the FAA will make

the most conservative interpretation of what changes a material's hazard

classification from non-infectious to Class 6.2.  Since it is virtually

impossible to guarantee, even by serologic testing and viral isolation,

that a macaque is free of CHV-1 (herpes B virus), I would bet dollars to

donuts the FAA will consider the materials to be Class 6.2 and I'd

suggest that you transport them in accordance with the DGRs.    I realize

what a hassle that will be to go "across the street" but it would be just

my luck to have a DOT inspector get wind of the process and show up just

a the right time to ask all the probing questions ...

Good luck!

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

=

At 10:05 AM 2/12/01 -0600, Kyle Boyett wrote:

>>>>

<excerpt><color><param>0000,0000,ffff</param><smaller>Larry, This exactly

the problem that I am facing. Since these samples are known to possibly

contain Herpes B virus are they in fact simply diagnostic specimens? I'm

starting to come to the conclusion that they should be shipped using 6.2

infectious substances guidelines. The fact that they are "suspected" of

containing this material would dictate this decision. Am I missing

something here folks? Thanks for the input.

</smaller></color> 

<smaller>Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce

the value I place on YOUR life**
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Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 11:32:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Lefkin, Howard" <Howard.Lefkin@STATE.MA.US>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Perhaps you should assess the risk from both options.  What is more likely

to cause an exposure: packing and then unpacking the samples or moving them

in place?

Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

305 South Street

Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210, pager: 617-675-1896

email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us

-----Original Message-----

From: Kyle Boyett [mailto:KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU]

Sent: Monday, February 12, 2001 11:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: -80 Freezers

Larry, This exactly the problem that I am facing. Since these samples are

known to possibly contain Herpes B virus are they in fact simply diagnostic

specimens? I'm starting to come to the conclusion that they should be

shipped using 6.2 infectious substances guidelines. The fact that they are

"suspected" of containing this material would dictate this decision. Am I

missing something here folks? Thanks for the input.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Larry Hawkins [mailto:Larry-Hawkins@OMRF.OUHSC.EDU]

Sent: Monday, February 12, 2001 9:46 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: -80 Freezers

Perhaps I am missing something here, but aren't these diagnostic

specimens? Either way I would think, even thought the transportation

of these samples will require the use of public access road, that if the

freezer are secured they could be transported as is. Do these

freezer have a locking mechanism on them? The specimens inside

each freezer should be boxed and secured so little

movement  can occur during moving.

There is a time limit on how long these freezers can remain un-plugged

before their alarms begin to sound. Better make sure the new labs have the

right electrical receptacles for the freezers.

Kyle Boyett wrote:

 I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a PI that

is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to be moved.

All of these freezers are filled with non human primate tissue. Given the

prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be removed, packed

according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the street or can the

freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them? Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

--

Lawrence J. Hawkins

OMRF

825 NE 13th

Oklahoma City, OK 73104

Voice: 405.271.7266

Fax: 405.271.7012

E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu
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Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 12:38:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy McQuinn <andy@PICOMPLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

In-Reply-To:  <E372DE8A451CD311899100A0C9B3CEF30326E45F@fabem0.fab.uab.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Kyle,

Since the materials are crossing or transported on a public road, and by

your definition the materials are suspect of being infectious or known to be

infectious, they must be shipped as infectious substances Division 6.2 with

UN certified infectious substance packaging.

What size are the primary containers?  There are several high volume

packaging systems available on the market today.  For small samples i.e. 3.6

ml Nunc tube or smaller, some of these systems will hold 400-800 samples per

UN certified system.

Andy McQuinn

Andy@picomply.com

Director Business Operations

Partners In Compliance, Inc.

100 Dominion Drive, Suite 102

Morrisville, NC 27560

Tel: (919) 468-0333

Fax: (919) 468-0311

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Kyle Boyett

Sent: Friday, February 09, 2001 5:44 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: -80 Freezers

Sharyn, Thank you for your prompt reply. The PI will cross a public street

and a company is carrying "for commerce". There are no tunnels going from

one building to the next. These samples are intended to be moved with any

thawing at all. Does this help?

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharyn Baker [mailto:Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 09, 2001 4:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: -80 Freezers

Is the distance part of your campus or not? Is it interupted by a public

street? If so, it may be a little more of a risk but you are not shipping

these materials so only common sense would apply. Can you move without

thawing? Can you take a tunnel?

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Kyle Boyett

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, February 9, 2001 3:34 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      -80 Freezers

>

> I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a PI

> that is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to be

> moved. All of these freezers are filled with non human primate tissue.

> Given the prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be removed,

> packed according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the street or can

> the freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them?

>

>

> Kyle Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Occupational Health and Safety

> University of Alabama at Birmingham

> e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

> Phone-  205-934-2487

> VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

> www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

> ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce

> the value I place on YOUR life**

>

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

In-Reply-To:  <AHECJDLJECGIAALAKEGHIECOCJAA.andy@picomply.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_599899079==_.ALT"
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At 12:38 PM 02/12/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Kyle,

>

>Since the materials are crossing or transported on a public road, and by

>your definition the materials are suspect of being infectious or known to be

>infectious, they must be shipped as infectious substances Division 6.2 with

>UN certified infectious substance packaging.

Actually, no they don't have to ship via UN regs.  Since this is going

across a US public street the materials can be shipped via DOT regs which

are not quite (as yet) the same as UN.  Also as they are not going via air,

FAA, IATA rules don't apply either.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Laura Newton <newtonlb@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

MIME-Version: 1.0
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0033_01C094F2.B60744A0
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Kyle, think about whether the material is adequately inventoried as =

currently stored.  If not, then I suggest that the PI have an inventory =

done, ensuring adequate labels and dates are on the material, and =

weeding out any material not needed prior to the move.  Perhaps =

consolidation is possible.  Then the new location can start in an =

organized fashion. 

Laura Newton, CBSP, CIH

Newton Health & Safety Associates

(908) 284-0258

newtonlb@erols.com

    -----Original Message-----

    From: Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

    Date: Friday, February 09, 2001 5:39 PM

    Subject: -80 Freezers

    I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a =

PI that is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to =

be moved. All of these freezers are filled with non human primate =

tissue. Given the prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be =

removed, packed according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the =

street or can the freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them?

    Kyle Boyett

    Asst. Director of Biosafety

    Occupational Health and Safety

    University of Alabama at Birmingham

    e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

    Phone-  205-934-2487

    VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

    www.healthsafe.uab.edu

    ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to =

reduce the value I place on YOUR life**
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Hawkins <Larry-Hawkins@OMRF.OUHSC.EDU>

Organization: Oklahoma Medical Research Foundation

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers
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I am going to agree with Howard Lefkin, which scenario has the

greatest chance of exposure. Wouldn't securing the freezer and

cushioning the contents comply with 49 CFR 173.24a?  Doing it this

way, the major problem would be when the freezers are opened at

their new location. There is always the possibility of shifting.

On the other hand, the packing and unpacking of these specimens

to move them across campus would create additional work, labeling, and

waste.

Many years ago we had 2 minus 80 sent to us that contained untested

plasma from the 70's and 80's. The transporter had no problem with

the transportation, since each freezer was locked. All was documented

on the transportation documents. Dry ice stickers where placed on the

freezer, since each was stuffed with dry ice to help maintain

the temp for the long haul (across state lines). Needless to say I found

out about this the day they arrived and had no say in how they should

have

been shipped. My point is that a secure freezer should be safe for the

transport. Just be careful when opening them after transport.

Kyle Boyett wrote:

>  Larry, This exactly the problem that I am facing. Since these samples

> are known to possibly contain Herpes B virus are they in fact simply

> diagnostic specimens? I'm starting to come to the conclusion that they

> should be shipped using 6.2 infectious substances guidelines. The fact

> that they are "suspected" of containing this material would dictate

> this decision. Am I missing something here folks? Thanks for the

> input. Kyle Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Occupational Health and Safety

> University of Alabama at Birmingham

> e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

> Phone-  205-934-2487

> VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

> www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

> ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to

> reduce the value I place on YOUR life**

>

>      -----Original Message-----

>      From: Larry Hawkins [mailto:Larry-Hawkins@OMRF.OUHSC.EDU]

>      Sent: Monday, February 12, 2001 9:46 AM

>      To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>      Subject: Re: -80 Freezers

>

>      Perhaps I am missing something here, but aren't these

>      diagnostic

>      specimens? Either way I would think, even thought the

>      transportation

>      of these samples will require the use of public access road,

>      that if the

>      freezer are secured they could be transported as is. Do

>      these

>      freezer have a locking mechanism on them? The specimens

>      inside

>      each freezer should be boxed and secured so little

>      movement  can occur during moving.

>

>      There is a time limit on how long these freezers can remain

>      un-plugged

>      before their alarms begin to sound. Better make sure the new

>      labs have the

>      right electrical receptacles for the freezers.

>

>

>      Kyle Boyett wrote:

>

>     > I have a question that I hope the group can help me with.

>     > We have a PI that is moving to another building and has 5

>     > -80 freezers that is to be moved. All of these freezers

>     > are filled with non human primate tissue. Given the

>     > prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be

>     > removed, packed according to 6.2 and sent to the new space

>     > across the street or can the freezers be secured and moved

>     > with the tissue in them? Kyle Boyett

>     > Asst. Director of Biosafety

>     > Occupational Health and Safety

>     > University of Alabama at Birmingham

>     > e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

>     > Phone-  205-934-2487

>     > VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

>     > www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>     >

>     > ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking

>     > me to reduce the value I place on YOUR life**

>

>      --

>      Lawrence J. Hawkins

>      OMRF

>      825 NE 13th

>      Oklahoma City, OK 73104

>      Voice: 405.271.7266

>      Fax: 405.271.7012

>      E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu

>

>

--

Lawrence J. Hawkins

OMRF

825 NE 13th

Oklahoma City, OK 73104

Voice: 405.271.7266

Fax: 405.271.7012

E-mail: Larry-Hawkins@omrf.ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 13:36:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy McQuinn <andy@PICOMPLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20010212125218.00b05770@hesiod>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0016_01C094F8.D7742FD0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0016_01C094F8.D7742FD0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Kyle and Richard,

My apologies for any confusion.  I was specifically referencing DOT

regulations and not International, IATA, ICAO or FAA regulations.

The below information was specifically DOT information and only mentioned

"UN certified infectious substance packaging", which is required by the DOT,

49 CFR.  Infectious substance definition found in 173.134(a).  Non-Bulk

performance oriented packaging standards 178.500 and specifically 178.503 UN

standards/UN certified packaging markings.  Packaging authorization 173.196.

Infectious substance packaging testing criteria 178.609.  Your freezers will

never pass this packaging testing criteria of 178.609.

Original email information:

"Since the materials are crossing or transported on a public road, and by

your definition the materials are suspect of being infectious or known to be

infectious, they must be shipped as infectious substances Division 6.2 with

UN certified infectious substance packaging."

For additional information and or clarification contact DOT www.dot.gov and

RSPA www.rspa.dot.gov

   Contacting the Information Center -- The Hazardous Materials Information

Center can be contacted on 1-800-HMR-4922 (1-800-467-4922) or 202-366-4488

for Washington DC residents Monday through Friday from 9:00 am to 5:00 pm

(EST).

  NOW AVAILABLE -- OHMS Fax On Demand. Now you can access Hazardous

Materials Information quickly and easily! A menu of options lets you choose

documents to be faxed to your machine (e.g., final rules, DOT forms, letters

of clarification, safety notices and more). To reach the Fax On Demand

system dial 1-800-467-4922 and select Option 2.

  Hazardous Materials Regulations (Title 49 CFR Parts 100-185)

    Note: The Hazardous Materials Regulations are also available from the

Government Printing Office's web site.

Andy McQuinn

Andy@picomply.com

Tel: (919) 468-0333

Fax: (919) 468-0311

  -----Original Message-----

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Richard Fink

  Sent: Monday, February 12, 2001 12:55 PM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Re: -80 Freezers

  At 12:38 PM 02/12/01 -0500, you wrote:

    Kyle,

    Since the materials are crossing or transported on a public road, and by

    your definition the materials are suspect of being infectious or known

to be

    infectious, they must be shipped as infectious substances Division 6.2

with

    UN certified infectious substance packaging.

  Actually, no they don't have to ship via UN regs.  Since this is going

across a US public street the materials can be shipped via DOT regs which

are not quite (as yet) the same as UN.  Also as they are not going via air,

FAA, IATA rules don't apply either.

  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

  Assoc. Biosafety Officer

  Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

  617-258-5647

  rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 13:51:05 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Diane Fleming <Dimerck@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

    Regarding the moving of the freezers with specimens. I would contact

Frank Simione at ATCC (fsimione@atcc.org or 703-365-2700). A few years ago,

he got permission to move their freezers full of all sorts of cultures by

truck when the ATCC moved facilities from Maryland to Virginia. They did move

in off hours to prevent incidents, I believe the freezers were secured with

locks, but it was impressively done. I am sure he would share how he went

about getting the permission to move the freezers intact. It makes sense, and

would seem safer, not to have to make up lots of little packages for UPS to

get across the street.

Diane Fleming

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 13:55:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="windows-1252"

agreed

-----Original Message-----

From: Diane Fleming [mailto:Dimerck@AOL.COM]

Sent: Monday, February 12, 2001 1:51 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: -80 Freezers

    Regarding the moving of the freezers with specimens. I would contact

Frank Simione at ATCC (fsimione@atcc.org or 703-365-2700). A few years ago,

he got permission to move their freezers full of all sorts of cultures by

truck when the ATCC moved facilities from Maryland to Virginia. They did

move

in off hours to prevent incidents, I believe the freezers were secured with

locks, but it was impressively done. I am sure he would share how he went

about getting the permission to move the freezers intact. It makes sense,

and

would seem safer, not to have to make up lots of little packages for UPS to

get across the street.

Diane Fleming

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 15:14:12 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Here you have, ;o)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The attachment to this is a vbs script. Probably a virus.

As with all e-mail attachments, DO NOT OPEN IT unless you know what it is by

having communicated with the sender about it first!

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com <mailto:Rnorman@bioreliance.com>

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Tom Boyle [SMTP:tom@EHRS.UPENN.EDU]

Sent:   Monday, February 12, 2001 2:55 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Here you have, ;o)

Hi:

Check This! << File: AnnaKournikova.jpg.vbs >>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 15:09:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dillard, Christina" <cdillard@ANTIGENICS.COM>

Subject:      Do Not open: Here you have, ;o)"

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

This is a virus with a subject of:  "Here you have, ;o)" and

has an attachment called "AnnaKournikova.jpg.vbs" with a message

that said "Check this".

Do Not open it!!!!!!

Christina Dillard

Health & Safety Specialist

Antigenics, Inc.

www.antigenics.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 15:13:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      DO NOT OPEN  Re: Here you have, ;o)

In-Reply-To:  <005001c09530$0c679e20$abb45b82@upenn.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_608209218==_.ALT"

--=====================_608209218==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Warning, warning -- if you have Virtual Basic scipting engaged on your

windows machine do NOT open the attachment : annaKornikova.jpg.vbs

<file://E:\PROGRA~1\Eudora\Attach\AnnaKournikova.jpg.vbs>

THIS IS A VIRUS!!!

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 13:37:20 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Grushka <mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU>

Subject:      Transgenic Insect Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0087_01C094F8.EC9BAF00"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0087_01C094F8.EC9BAF00

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Biosafty Listserve Members,

How do your IBC's address the use of transgenic insects? I know that the =

BMBL addresses arbovirus and related zoonotic viruses in Section VII-G. =

In searching the web, I came across a draft document entitled Arthropod =

Containment Guidelines from the American Committee of Medical =

Entomology. The URL is included below. Page 16 includes information =

about DNA recombinant work. Although drosphila are exempted in the draft =

document, except under specific criteria, this information may form the =

foundation for a revised version of the BMBL by CDC/NIH in the future. =

Any feedback on your experience would be extremely valuable for our IBC =

for our future discussions on this matter.

http://klab.agsci.colostate.edu/~mbenedic/ACGdraftv22.pdf

Regards,

Mark J. Grushka, CSP

Biosafety Officer

520-621-5279

mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 15:35:06 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd: Fw: Transgenic Arthropod Containment Strategies

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_609488418==_.ALT"

--=====================_609488418==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>From: "Mark Grushka" <mgrushka@u.arizona.edu>

>To: "Richard Fink" <rfink@MIT.EDU>

>Subject: Fw: Transgenic Arthropod Containment Strategies

>Date: Mon, 12 Feb 2001 13:33:58 -0700

>X-Mailer: Microsoft Outlook Express 5.50.4133.2400

>

>Dear Rich:

>

>I know you are busy, but can you please post, while I try and figure out

>why I have not been able to do this directly. Much thanks. Mark

>----- Original Message -----

>From: <mailto:mgrushka@u.arizona.edu>Mark Grushka

>To: <mailto:rfink@mit.edu>Richard Fink

>Sent: Friday, February 09, 2001 10:41 AM

>Subject: Transgenic Arthropod Containment Strategies

>

>Dear Rich:

>

>Could you kindly put this on the listserve?

>

>How do your IBC's address the use of transgenic insects? I know that the

>BMBL addresses arbovirus and related zoonotic viruses in Section VII-G. In

>searching the web, I came across a draft document entitled Arthropod

>Containment Guidelines from the American Committee of Medical Entomology.

>The URL is included below. Page 16 includes information about DNA

>recombinant work. Although drosphila are exempted in the draft document,

>except under specific criteria, this information may form the foundation

>for a revised version of the BMBL by CDC/NIH in the future. Any feedback

>on your experience would be extremely valuable for our IBC for our future

>discussions on this matter.

>

><http://klab.agsci.colostate.edu/~mbenedic/ACGdraftv22.pdf>http://klab.agsci.colostate.edu/~mbenedic/ACGdraftv22.pdf

>

>

>Regards,

>

>Mark J. Grushka, CSP

>Biosafety Officer

>520-621-5279

><mailto:mgrushka@u.arizona.edu>mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

>

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Feb 2001 18:04:02 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

You could solve this problem by contacting someone at DOT?

I raised a question for a lab that was moving hazardous materials (chemicals)

from one location to the other.

See the reply and my question below.

A company moving hazardous materials on a public road from

one building site to another will have to ship them in compliance with the

Hazardous Materials Regulations (HMR; 49 CFR Parts 171-180).  If the

packagings don't comply with those required in the HMR, the company can

apply to us for an exemption to get our permission to use the packagings

they prefer.  Sections 107.101-107.127 describe the application and how it's

processed.  The exemption applicant must provide the information necessary

to prove that the shipping method or packaging the applicant wants for a

particular hazardous material is as safe or safer than the provisions for

that material in the HMR.

Sincerely,

Eileen Edmonson

Transportation Regulations Specialist, DHM-12

Office of Hazardous Materials Standards

Research and Special Programs Administration

400 7th Street, SW

Washington, DC  20590-0001

(202) 366-8553

(1-800) 467-4922

(FAX) (202) 366-3012

-----Original Message-----

From: EKrisiunas@aol.com [mailto:EKrisiunas@aol.com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2001 1:51 PM

To: Edmonson, Eileen <RSPA>

Subject: Haz. Materials transportation question

Hello Eileen:

Question from a biotech firm.

They are moving to a new facility. They wish to transport themselves all

their chemicals (the good, bad, and ugly/hazardous) to the new facility. I

believe they need to be compliant with DOT regulations?

There are microorganisms involved but none are infectious or Biosafety Level

1 bugs.

Your thoughts?

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

WNWN International, Inc.

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 2001 09:44:25 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Transgenic Insect Question

In-Reply-To:  <008a01c09533$991477a0$a923c480@ibc.arizona.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0030_01C095A1.8D28ABA0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0030_01C095A1.8D28ABA0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

As a former entomologist, I wonder how many IBCs are addressing the more

general and prevalent issue of dangerous exotic insects.  By far the most

disastrous research biosafety incident ever was the release of Anopheles

gambiae in Brazil.  As I recall, about 50,000 people died before it was

eradicated.  A close second was the release of the African honeybee in

Brazil- that is the "killer bee" now killing people in the US.  It is kind

of weird that we restrict something like Ebola, which has killed a few

thousand people total, to BSL4; while allowing Anopheles gambiae, which

kills millions of people per year (via malaria), to be reared just about

anywhere.

I have had conversations with other entomologists working on these and other

dangerous insects, and frequently the attitude is "My work is so important

that safety doesn't matter, and besides, they could never become established

in this climate."  It is really scary touring some of these 50 year old

facilities and watching the escapees flying around; knowing that there is no

significant barrier to the outdoors.

In the mid 90's there was a publication of a research project that involved

a deliberate release of an exotic strain of Aedes albopictus (a recently

introduced arbovirus vector) in the Midwest.  As far as I know, this project

was never screened by an IBC.  The PI was one of the most senior and

respected entomologists in the world.  The mosquito research community

started looking at this problem as a result of the uproar, but I expect that

the rest of the entomology community is still clueless.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

    -----Original Message-----

    From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Mark Grushka

    Sent: Monday, February 12, 2001 3:37 PM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: Transgenic Insect Question

    Dear Biosafty Listserve Members,

    How do your IBC's address the use of transgenic insects? I know that the

BMBL addresses arbovirus and related zoonotic viruses in Section VII-G. In

searching the web, I came across a draft document entitled Arthropod

Containment Guidelines from the American Committee of Medical Entomology.

The URL is included below. Page 16 includes information about DNA

recombinant work. Although drosphila are exempted in the draft document,

except under specific criteria, this information may form the foundation for

a revised version of the BMBL by CDC/NIH in the future. Any feedback on your

experience would be extremely valuable for our IBC for our future

discussions on this matter.

    http://klab.agsci.colostate.edu/~mbenedic/ACGdraftv22.pdf

    Regards,

    Mark J. Grushka, CSP

    Biosafety Officer

    520-621-5279

    mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 2001 08:55:22 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Transgenic Insect Question

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------87315B918BEDD48FC636171C"

--------------87315B918BEDD48FC636171C

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Andrew, Do you have more information concerning the release of the

exotic strain of Aedes albopictus in the Midwest.  Why and when was it

introduced? Was it harboring anything pathogenic or infectious? anything

else you can supply.

Thanks,

Mark Campbell

Biological Safety Officer

St. Louis University Health Sciences Center

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314)577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

Andrew Cockburn wrote:

> As a former entomologist, I wonder how many IBCs are addressing the

> more general and prevalent issue of dangerous exotic insects.  By far

> the most disastrous research biosafety incident ever was the release

> of Anopheles gambiae in Brazil.  As I recall, about 50,000 people died

> before it was eradicated.  A close second was the release of the

> African honeybee in Brazil- that is the "killer bee" now killing

> people in the US.  It is kind of weird that we restrict something like

> Ebola, which has killed a few thousand people total, to BSL4; while

> allowing Anopheles gambiae, which kills millions of people per year

> (via malaria), to be reared just about anywhere.I have had

> conversations with other entomologists working on these and other

> dangerous insects, and frequently the attitude is "My work is so

> important that safety doesn't matter, and besides, they could never

> become established in this climate."  It is really scary touring some

> of these 50 year old facilities and watching the escapees flying

> around; knowing that there is no significant barrier to the

> outdoors.In the mid 90's there was a publication of a research project

> that involved a deliberate release of an exotic strain of Aedes

> albopictus (a recently introduced arbovirus vector) in the Midwest.

> As far as I know, this project was never screened by an IBC.  The PI

> was one of the most senior and respected entomologists in the

> world. The mosquito research community started looking at this problem

> as a result of the uproar, but I expect that the rest of the

> entomology community is still clueless.Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

> West Virginia University

> Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

> Telephone: 304-293-7157

> FAX:       304-293-4529

> Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

>

>      -----Original Message-----

>      From: A Biosafety Discussion List

>      [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf Of Mark Grushka

>      Sent: Monday, February 12, 2001 3:37 PM

>      To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>      Subject: Transgenic Insect Question

>

>      Dear Biosafty Listserve Members, How do your IBC's address

>      the use of transgenic insects? I know that the BMBL

>      addresses arbovirus and related zoonotic viruses in Section

>      VII-G. In searching the web, I came across a draft document

>      entitled Arthropod Containment Guidelines from the American

>      Committee of Medical Entomology. The URL is included below.

>      Page 16 includes information about DNA recombinant work.

>      Although drosphila are exempted in the draft document,

>      except under specific criteria, this information may form

>      the foundation for a revised version of the BMBL by CDC/NIH

>      in the future. Any feedback on your experience would be

>      extremely valuable for our IBC for our future discussions on

>      this

>      matter. http://klab.agsci.colostate.edu/~mbenedic/ACGdraftv22.pdf Regards, Mark

>      J. Grushka, CSPBiosafety

>      Officer520-621-5279mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 2001 08:57:07 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cheri Marcham <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      IBC form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

When our institution created our IBC forms about 3 years ago, we used

examples from other institutions to help tailor our own.  For some reason

that the committee cannot remember, we ask the question, "Do you plan to

modify an organism that has been isolated from the environment in the last

two years?"

Surely there was a reason to include this question.  Is there a regulatory

reference as to what one would need to do if the answer was "Yes?"

Thanks in advance.

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 2001 10:19:28 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Hand Lotion

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Recently our radiation safety group came out in support of a practice

allowing the use of hand creams/lotions in the laboratories.  The NRC now

says it is allowable.

My department was kind of blindsided by this.  The rad group came in with

the appropriate parts of the bbp standard to show that BBP does not

prohibit this. We were not prepared.

I do know of one letter of interpretation tha warns that petroleum based

hand lotions destroy rubber latex gloves.

I believe that hand lotions and creams would facilitate skin absorbtion in

a laboratory environement.

Your opinions and any documentation anybody might have would be most

appreciated.

Bob

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 2001 10:25:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Transgenic Insect Question

In-Reply-To:  <3A894ADA.F378F1A9@slu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0037_01C095A7.3B9E96E0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
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        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Mark- Here is the citation.  I can dig up more if you are interested. -Andy

J Am Mosq Control Assoc 1993 Mar;9(1):78-83

Related Articles, Books, LinkOut

                       Reducing the overwintering ability of Aedes

albopictus by male release.

                       Hanson SM, Mutebi JP, Craig GB, Novak RJ

                       Vector Biology Laboratories, University of Notre

Dame, IN 46556.

                       Eggs of temperate Aedes albopictus populations are

cold hardy and can diapause, but tropical

                       populations are not cold hardy and cannot diapause.

Heterozygotes possess intermediate diapause

                       and cold hardiness. Males of a tropical strain from

Malaysia with a distinctive genetic marker were

                       released into an existing temperate population in

East St. Louis, Illinois. Subsequent egg samples

                       from the release site had genetic marker frequency of

up to 24%. Reduced cold hardiness and

                       decreased diapause incidence were also observed in

the release site population. No such changes

                       occurred at a nearby control site. The rank order of

overwintering survival of eggs at the release

                       site was: Aedes triseriatus > temperate Ae.

albopictus > hybrid temperate/tropical Ae. albopictus >

                       tropical Ae. albopictus. Eggs collected from the

release population the next summer showed total

                       absence of the genetic marker; presumably carriers

were removed by the winter.

                       Comment in:

                            J Am Mosq Control Assoc. 1993 Mar;9(1):104

    -----Original Message-----

    From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Mark Campbell

    Sent: Tuesday, February 13, 2001 9:55 AM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: Re: Transgenic Insect Question

    Andrew, Do you have more information concerning the release of the

exotic strain of Aedes albopictus in the Midwest.  Why and when was it

introduced? Was it harboring anything pathogenic or infectious? anything

else you can supply.

    Thanks,

    Mark Campbell

    Biological Safety Officer

    St. Louis University Health Sciences Center

    St. Louis, MO 63104

    (314)577-8608

    campbem@slu.edu

    Andrew Cockburn wrote:

        As a former entomologist, I wonder how many IBCs are addressing the

more general and prevalent issue of dangerous exotic insects.  By far the

most disastrous research biosafety incident ever was the release of

Anopheles gambiae in Brazil.  As I recall, about 50,000 people died before

it was eradicated.  A close second was the release of the African honeybee

in Brazil- that is the "killer bee" now killing people in the US.  It is

kind of weird that we restrict something like Ebola, which has killed a few

thousand people total, to BSL4; while allowing Anopheles gambiae, which

kills millions of people per year (via malaria), to be reared just about

anywhere.I have had conversations with other entomologists working on these

and other dangerous insects, and frequently the attitude is "My work is so

important that safety doesn't matter, and besides, they could never become

established in this climate."  It is really scary touring some of these 50

year old facilities and watching the escapees flying around; knowing that

there is no significant barrier to the outdoors.In the mid 90's there was a

publication of a research project that involved a deliberate release of an

exotic strain of Aedes albopictus (a recently introduced arbovirus vector)

in the Midwest.  As far as I know, this project was never screened by an

IBC.  The PI was one of the most senior and respected entomologists in the

world. The mosquito research community started looking at this problem as a

result of the uproar, but I expect that the rest of the entomology community

is still clueless.Andrew Cockburn, PhD

        Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

        West Virginia University

        Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

        Telephone: 304-293-7157

        FAX:       304-293-4529

        Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

            -----Original Message-----

            From: A Biosafety Discussion List

[mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf Of Mark Grushka

            Sent: Monday, February 12, 2001 3:37 PM

            To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

            Subject: Transgenic Insect Question

            Dear Biosafty Listserve Members, How do your IBC's address the

use of transgenic insects? I know that the BMBL addresses arbovirus and

related zoonotic viruses in Section VII-G. In searching the web, I came

across a draft document entitled Arthropod Containment Guidelines from the

American Committee of Medical Entomology. The URL is included below. Page 16

includes information about DNA recombinant work. Although drosphila are

exempted in the draft document, except under specific criteria, this

information may form the foundation for a revised version of the BMBL by

CDC/NIH in the future. Any feedback on your experience would be extremely

valuable for our IBC for our future discussions on this matter.

http://klab.agsci.colostate.edu/~mbenedic/ACGdraftv22.pdf Regards, Mark J.

Grushka, CSPBiosafety Officer520-621-5279mgrushka@u.arizona.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy McQuinn <andy@PICOMPLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: -80 Freezers

In-Reply-To:  <E372DE8A451CD311899100A0C9B3CEF30326E45E@fabem0.fab.uab.edu>
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Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
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        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Per Jeff Fur, U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) 1-800-467-4922, 9-5

Eastern time

Transporting infectious substances in freezers.

The first step is the item in commerce? The public university could use

their own vehicles and transport the materials in the freezers for a

government purpose and this is not considered in commerce.  If this is not

the case, then they are in commerce and need to meet the specific packaging

standards for the particular items.  They are not Diagnostic Specimens

unless they are being sent for the purpose of diagnosis.  Which it does not

seem to be the case.  They either are Infectious substances or medical waste

and they need the specific packaging standards for the particular material

being transported per the DOT regs.  Or you can apply for an exemption from

the DOT exemption office.

Please feel free to contact Jeff at the above number between the hours of

9-5 Eastern time for any additional information.

Andy McQuinn

Director Business Operations

Partners In Compliance, Inc.

100 Dominion Drive, Suite 102

Morrisville, NC 27560

Tel: (919) 468-0333

Fax: (919) 468-0311

  -----Original Message-----

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Kyle Boyett

  Sent: Friday, February 09, 2001 5:35 PM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: -80 Freezers

  I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a PI

that is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to be

moved. All of these freezers are filled with non human primate tissue. Given

the prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be removed, packed

according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the street or can the

freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them?

  Kyle Boyett

  Asst. Director of Biosafety

  Occupational Health and Safety

  University of Alabama at Birmingham

  e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

  Phone-  205-934-2487

  VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

  www.healthsafe.uab.edu

  ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce

the value I place on YOUR life**

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 2001 10:41:39 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hand Lotion

In-Reply-To:  <l03130301b6aeffed7352@[129.22.180.183]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_678281036==_.ALT"

--=====================_678281036==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

There are pro's and cons to hand lotions.

Pro's - reduces chapping, lessens potential for entry of nasty bugs to the

body; some have barrier protection built in - may lessen chance for

allergic reaction to glove material.

Con's - some may reduce glove integrety; some may increase skin permeability.

I would recommend use of non-petroleum based hand lotions.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 2001 11:05:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hand Lotion

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I am always uneasy a about handcreams lying around lab sinks,  too. But some

staff who wash their hands frequently need a handcare product to keep skin

intact. There are types of hand lotion or cream specifically formulated without

petrolatum for staff who wear latex gloves. Our product evaluation group chose

"Proguard"handcream  from Fisher Scientific to put in our General Stores--I'm

sure there are other products. The active ingredient is probably the

dimethicone, and there is a warning on the tube that the product should not come

in contact with eyes. This product comes in small, relatively inexpensive tubes

and has the warning "A dedicated tube for each individual reduces the risk of

cross contamination"...so at least the packaging raises awareness of the

relevant issues.

I also remove petrolatum-based handcreams from labs, when I find them by the

sink. In addition to compromising the latex barrier, I'm told that petrolatum

products may increase the likelihood of skin reactions to latex gloves by

enhancing the leaching of irritants.

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Robert N. Latsch [SMTP:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 13, 2001 10:19 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Hand Lotion

>

> Recently our radiation safety group came out in support of a practice

> allowing the use of hand creams/lotions in the laboratories.  The NRC now

> says it is allowable.

>

> My department was kind of blindsided by this.  The rad group came in with

> the appropriate parts of the bbp standard to show that BBP does not

> prohibit this. We were not prepared.

>

> I do know of one letter of interpretation tha warns that petroleum based

> hand lotions destroy rubber latex gloves.

>

> I believe that hand lotions and creams would facilitate skin absorbtion in

> a laboratory environement.

>

> Your opinions and any documentation anybody might have would be most

> appreciated.

>

> Bob

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 2001 08:28:58 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Hubert B Olipares <olipares@HAWAII.EDU>

Subject:      Fw: NIOSH Respirator & TB video

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

----- Original Message -----

From: "Gary Greenberg" <Gary.Greenberg@DUKE.EDU>

To: <SAFETY@LIST.UVM.EDU>

Sent: Sunday, February 11, 2001 8:32 AM

Subject: NIOSH Respirator & TB video

> From: "Maloney, Charlene B." <cbm1@CDC.GOV>

> Subject: NIOSH Announcements and Publications

>

> ~ ~ N E W   V I D E O ~

>

> Title: Respirators: Your TB Defense

> Audience: Healthcare workers

>

> Respirators: Your TB Defense is an instructional program for

> health care workers on TB prevention through respirator use.

> The program covers the history of TB in the United States,

> TB transmission, infection control measures, and the types

> of respirators used for TB protection. The video can also be

> used as part of an overall training program conducted by

> Infection Control Specialists; Respirator Program

> Administrators; Hospital Administration; and Safety and

> Health Professionals. 17 Minutes.  Video library #214.

> To request a copy, email the NIOSH Publications Office at

> pubstaft@cdc.gov; or request via the Web site

> http://www.cdc.gov/niosh/nioshmail.html.  Requesters may also

> call NIOSH at 1-800-35NIOSH (1-800-356-4674).

>

>

> --

> Gary N. Greenberg, MD MPH    Sysop / Moderator Occ-Env-Med-L MailList

> gary.greenberg@duke.edu     Duke Occupat, Environ, Int & Fam Medicine

> OEM-L Maillist Website:                      http://occhealthnews.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 2001 13:46:24 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DRUMMOND, David" <DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hand Lotion

Why not use thin-gauge nitrile gloves? They're much more resistant to

chemical penetration and oils, including petrolatum. The cost isn't that bad

and they eliminate concern about present and future latex allergies.

Dave

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

David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

Director, Safety Department

University of Wisconsin--Madison

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

"I also remove petrolatum-based handcreams from labs, when I find them by

the sink. In addition to compromising the latex barrier, I'm told that

petrolatum products may increase the likelihood of skin reactions to latex

gloves by enhancing the leaching of irritants."

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 2001 16:40:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hand Lotion

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I agree nitrile gloves are are a great option; nitrile is a better glove in

many lab applications. But a small percentage of staff report skin

irritation when wearing nitrile gloves, and some have difficulty getting a

good fit in a nitrile glove (if they have wide hands and short fingers, for

example..{I would know this!}..since there is not as much stretch in nitrile

gloves as latex, you might have to wear a glove with really long fingers).

So it is difficult to eliminate latex gloves altogether -- we just make sure

that only non-powdered products are used.

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: DRUMMOND, David [SMTP:DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 13, 2001 2:46 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Hand Lotion

>

> Why not use thin-gauge nitrile gloves? They're much more resistant to

> chemical penetration and oils, including petrolatum. The cost isn't that

> bad

> and they eliminate concern about present and future latex allergies.

>

> Dave

> -------------------------------------------------------

> David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

> Director, Safety Department

> University of Wisconsin--Madison

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison WI  53715-1227

> Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

> ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> "I also remove petrolatum-based handcreams from labs, when I find them by

> the sink. In addition to compromising the latex barrier, I'm told that

> petrolatum products may increase the likelihood of skin reactions to latex

> gloves by enhancing the leaching of irritants."

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 14 Feb 2001 13:57:06 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Peter Mani <Peter.Mani@IVI.ADMIN.CH>

Subject:      Virus survival at ph<1
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Is there anything known about virus survival (any virus which could be

found there) on or in a pig skin at pH < 1  after 2h treatment ?

Any literature or anectotal information is welcome

Regards, peter

--

_____________________________________________

Dr. Peter Mani

Head Biosafety

Institute of Virology and Immunoprophylaxis

P.O. Box

CH-3147 Mittelhaeusern

SWITZERLAND

Phone: +41-31-8489 234

Fax: +41-31-8489 222 or

Mobile: 079-675 0581

E-mail: peter.mani@ivi.admin.ch

____________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 14 Feb 2001 09:01:31 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rob MacCormick <maccormi@BC.EDU>

Organization: Boston College

Subject:      Re: BIOSAFTY Digest - 12 Feb 2001 to 13 Feb 2001 (#2001-40)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Happy VD and Greetings to Bob et al.,

Could you (or someone else) steer me towards the "NRC now says it is allowable" part?

Perhaps a glove manufacturer could provide some info. with regard to glove performance and lotions.....Some products are sold as barrier creams (to prevent rather than facilitate skin absorbtion).....maybe those folks would have some info. as well......I may see a sales rep. for said creams in my travels today.....I'll ask him if I see him.

....Harsh about the being "blindsided" part

Rob MacCormick

Lab Safety Manager

Boston College

maccormi@bc.edu

617-552-0363

Date:    Tue, 13 Feb 2001 10:19:28 -0500

From:    "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject: Hand Lotion

Recently our radiation safety group came out in support of a practice

allowing the use of hand creams/lotions in the laboratories.  The NRC now

says it is allowable.

My department was kind of blindsided by this.  The rad group came in with

the appropriate parts of the bbp standard to show that BBP does not

prohibit this. We were not prepared.

I do know of one letter of interpretation tha warns that petroleum based

hand lotions destroy rubber latex gloves.

I believe that hand lotions and creams would facilitate skin absorbtion in

a laboratory environement.

Your opinions and any documentation anybody might have would be most

appreciated.

Bob

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 14 Feb 2001 09:12:47 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      Radiation question?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I realize this may not be the right venue - but I thought I would try

anyway!  We are deciding a method for disposing uranyl acetate aqueous

solution (<7%).

Do any of you have written procedures concerning this disposal?

I know in the past notes have gone out to clarify the content and discussion

in this group.  If no one feels it is appropriate then please do not answer

- I can take a hint :)

Thanks!

Biosafety Manager

1800 Concord Pike

Wilmington, DE 19850

Phone:  302.886.2185

Fax:  302.886.2909

Cell #: 302.218.5306

email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 14 Feb 2001 09:49:33 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BIOSAFTY Digest - 12 Feb 2001 to 13 Feb 2001 (#2001-40)

In-Reply-To:  <3A8A8FBA.57BB6812@bc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I wish I knew where this came from.

This is all I know.

This information was presentated by The Radiation Safety Crew to the

Director and a VP when they asked persmission to tell the labs they could

have hand lotion in the labs.  My boss was totaly unprepared for this.  In

fact, we still have not been told about this.

Try your radiation people.

Bob

>Happy VD and Greetings to Bob et al.,

>

>Could you (or someone else) steer me towards the "NRC now says it is

>allowable" part?

>

>Perhaps a glove manufacturer could provide some info. with regard to glove

>performance and lotions.....Some products are sold as barrier creams (to

>prevent rather than facilitate skin absorbtion).....maybe those folks

>would have some info. as well......I may see a sales rep. for said creams

>in my travels today.....I'll ask him if I see him.

>

>....Harsh about the being "blindsided" part

>

>Rob MacCormick

>Lab Safety Manager

>Boston College

>maccormi@bc.edu

>617-552-0363

>

>

>

>

>Date:    Tue, 13 Feb 2001 10:19:28 -0500

>From:    "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

>Subject: Hand Lotion

>

>Recently our radiation safety group came out in support of a practice

>allowing the use of hand creams/lotions in the laboratories.  The NRC now

>says it is allowable.

>

>My department was kind of blindsided by this.  The rad group came in with

>the appropriate parts of the bbp standard to show that BBP does not

>prohibit this. We were not prepared.

>

>I do know of one letter of interpretation tha warns that petroleum based

>hand lotions destroy rubber latex gloves.

>

>I believe that hand lotions and creams would facilitate skin absorbtion in

>a laboratory environement.

>

>Your opinions and any documentation anybody might have would be most

>appreciated.

>

>Bob

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Wed, 14 Feb 2001 08:48:44 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Van Gorp, Gail" <gvangorp@ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Question About Carcinogen Disposal

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

-----Original Message-----

From: Larry Mendoza [mailto:lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, February 12, 2001 12:14 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Question About Carcinogen Disposal

As of yet, we don't have a carcinogen specialist on our staff and I was

wondering if incineration of animal bedding with possible carcinogen

contaminants is effective?  If not, what is the best way to dispose of

bedding with carcinogen contaminants?

Thanks

Larry Mendoza

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 14 Feb 2001 09:54:13 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Radiation question?

In-Reply-To:  <58D14FEA074DD21197DC00805FA798D802A06233@USUWPHMSX03>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

This is something that I have dealt with in the past.  It is actually an

area that I am comfortable with.

Uranyl acetate is not a regulated chemical under RCRA for disposal.

Radiation folks consider this to be a naturaly occuring radioactive ore and

therfore not regulated.

We dispose of such items as a chemical solution through our chemical waste

broker.  It would be just as legal to pour it down the drain or throw it in

the trash.  We do not like the way such actions appear or sound.

As always, check your state, regional and local regulations for variations.

Bob

>I realize this may not be the right venue - but I thought I would try

>anyway!  We are deciding a method for disposing uranyl acetate aqueous

>solution (<7%).

>

>Do any of you have written procedures concerning this disposal?

>

>I know in the past notes have gone out to clarify the content and discussion

>in this group.  If no one feels it is appropriate then please do not answer

>- I can take a hint :)

>

>Thanks!

>Biosafety Manager

>1800 Concord Pike

>Wilmington, DE 19850

>Phone:  302.886.2185

>Fax:  302.886.2909

>Cell #: 302.218.5306

>email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Several people have said that they could not read these messages.  I

apologize for the HTML stuff (not my choice, Outlook did that for me).  The

complete text of both:

1)

As a former entomologist, I wonder how many IBCs are addressing the more

general and prevalent issue of dangerous exotic insects.  By far the most

disastrous research biosafety incident ever was the release of Anopheles

gambiae in Brazil.  As I recall, about 50,000 people died before it was

eradicated.  A close second was the release of the African honeybee in

Brazil- that is the "killer bee" now killing people in the US.  It is kind

of weird that we restrict something like Ebola, which has killed a few

thousand people total, to BSL4; while allowing Anopheles gambiae, which

kills millions of people per year (via malaria), to be reared just about

anywhere.

I have had conversations with other entomologists working on these and other

dangerous insects, and frequently the attitude is "My work is so important

that safety doesn't matter, and besides, they could never become established

in this climate."  It is really scary touring some of these 50 year old

facilities and watching the escapees flying around; knowing that there is no

significant barrier to the outdoors.

In the mid 90's there was a publication of a research project that involved

a deliberate release of an exotic strain of Aedes albopictus (a recently

introduced arbovirus vector) in the Midwest.  As far as I know, this project

was never screened by an IBC.  The PI was one of the most senior and

respected entomologists in the world.  The mosquito research community

started looking at this problem as a result of the uproar, but I expect that

the rest of the entomology community is still clueless.

2)

Mark- Here is the citation.  I can dig up more if you are interested. -Andy

J Am Mosq Control Assoc 1993 Mar;9(1):78-83

Related Articles, Books, LinkOut

Reducing the overwintering ability of Aedes albopictus by male release.

Hanson SM, Mutebi JP, Craig GB, Novak RJ

Vector Biology Laboratories, University of Notre Dame, IN 46556.

Eggs of temperate Aedes albopictus populations are cold hardy and can

diapause, but tropical populations are not cold hardy and cannot diapause.

Heterozygotes possess intermediate diapause and cold hardiness. Males of a

tropical strain from Malaysia with a distinctive genetic marker were

released into an existing temperate population in East St. Louis, Illinois.

Subsequent egg samples from the release site had genetic marker frequency of

up to 24%. Reduced cold hardiness and decreased diapause incidence were also

observed in the release site population. No such changes occurred at a

nearby control site. The rank order of overwintering survival of eggs at the

release site was: Aedes triseriatus > temperate Ae. albopictus > hybrid

temperate/tropical Ae. albopictus > tropical Ae. albopictus. Eggs collected

from the release population the next summer showed total absence of the

genetic marker; presumably carriers were removed by the winter.

Comment in: J Am Mosq Control Assoc. 1993 Mar;9(1):104

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu
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Hi Biosafety experts--

Just a grisly and appropriately colored question for Valentines Day!

During a bloodborne pathogen class for the university, a police officer

asked if respirators should be used when entering a suicide scene.  He said

in a past suicide scene the air was unusually moist and he could smell

gunpowder and body fluid smells.  Several years ago another officer in

bloodborne pathogen training asked a similar question.  He describe the air

of another suicide scene pink with blood.

In training I tell them to use precautions when there is *visible* blood or

OPIM.  But what about air pink with blood?  That is visible.  And other body

fluids carry pathogens, so what about scenes with air loaded with body

fluids?  I suppose police can't wait 20 minutes to allow things to settle!

So then they would need to wear respirators in those situations.  (Gee, I

can hardly get them to bloodborne pathogen training!  Now respirator

training,  fit testing etc!)

Any of you tackle this problem and have some comments?

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

Box 3413

Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu
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Madeline,

When performing an exposure determination for the BBP for our Campus

police, we tossed around scenarios which could produce an aerosol

(gunshots, impacts) versus those shich would probably not (cuts,

chemical ingestion, etc.)  That let us common sense the types of PPE

that officers should consider at trauma scenes.  Our officers seem to

have gotten their worst potential BBP exposures from other sources

(needle sticks while patting down suspects, bites).  In California, our

Med Waste Management Act also requires that trauma scene cleanup be

performed by a company with a State permit for that type of work.  This

makes our custodians very happy, since they have been asked to clean up

post-suicide areas in the past.

On Wed, 14 Feb 2001 11:22:15 -0700 "Madeline J. Dalrymple"

<Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU> wrote:

> Hi Biosafety experts--

> Just a grisly and appropriately colored question for Valentines Day!

>

> During a bloodborne pathogen class for the university, a police officer

> asked if respirators should be used when entering a suicide scene.  He said

> in a past suicide scene the air was unusually moist and he could smell

> gunpowder and body fluid smells.  Several years ago another officer in

> bloodborne pathogen training asked a similar question.  He describe the air

> of another suicide scene pink with blood.

>

> In training I tell them to use precautions when there is *visible* blood or

> OPIM.  But what about air pink with blood?  That is visible.  And other body

> fluids carry pathogens, so what about scenes with air loaded with body

> fluids?  I suppose police can't wait 20 minutes to allow things to settle!

> So then they would need to wear respirators in those situations.  (Gee, I

> can hardly get them to bloodborne pathogen training!  Now respirator

> training,  fit testing etc!)

>

> Any of you tackle this problem and have some comments?

>

> Madeline Dalrymple

> Biological Safety Officer

> University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

> Box 3413

> Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

> 307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

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

Bruce Hanley

UC Santa Barbara Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894
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As a paramedic, unfortunately, I have often been to suicides by gunshot. The

air is not "pink with blood", though the scene is extremely unpleasant.

Blood may be splattered around the scene. The likelihood that any realistic

amount of blood would remain suspended in air is remote. There is no

evidence to suggest that blood in such a scenario would provide any

realistic threat of infection. If it did, we would have thousands of

soldiers infected during in war when people around them were being killed.

The most important issue here is that all personnel appropriately protect

their hands with gloves and then wash up afterwards. In my experience with

police and fire personnel, they rarely do wash hands, or anything else for

that matter. In the old days, it was hard to convince a paramedic to change

clothes if there was blood all over it. It was a stupid and immature way of

showing your "battle" scars. In my experience, Police usually don't want to

be touching bodies that are obviouosly expired.

Just teach them to do the reasonable things and don't let their imaginations

make you or them go overboard.

My opinion.

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Madeline J. Dalrymple

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Wednesday, February 14, 2001 11:22 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Suicide

>

> Hi Biosafety experts--

> Just a grisly and appropriately colored question for Valentines Day!

>

> During a bloodborne pathogen class for the university, a police officer

> asked if respirators should be used when entering a suicide scene.  He

> said

> in a past suicide scene the air was unusually moist and he could smell

> gunpowder and body fluid smells.  Several years ago another officer in

> bloodborne pathogen training asked a similar question.  He describe the

> air

> of another suicide scene pink with blood.

>

> In training I tell them to use precautions when there is *visible* blood

> or

> OPIM.  But what about air pink with blood?  That is visible.  And other

> body

> fluids carry pathogens, so what about scenes with air loaded with body

> fluids?  I suppose police can't wait 20 minutes to allow things to settle!

> So then they would need to wear respirators in those situations.  (Gee, I

> can hardly get them to bloodborne pathogen training!  Now respirator

> training,  fit testing etc!)

>

> Any of you tackle this problem and have some comments?

>

> Madeline Dalrymple

> Biological Safety Officer

> University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

> Box 3413

> Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

> 307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

>
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Hi Madeline,

We train the police here and while suicides are part of the normal work, no

one has every mentioned air pink with blood.

>In training I tell them to use precautions when there is *visible* blood or

>OPIM.  But what about air pink with blood?  That is visible.

I am trying to think of a suicide method that would result in a room

filling mist of blood rather then spray and droplets and can't think of

any.  Perhaps some on the list has a better imagination.  The police

responding to such a situation have 2 choices - stop and wait for the

aerosol to die down or don PPE that protects their mucous membranes and

lungs.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Also consider that those visible aerosols are going to contaminate every

exposed skin surface. HBV is plenty hardy. Best not to enter such an area

until the aerosols have settled.

Even then, the absence of those big hulking particles in the visible range

doesn't mean that much smaller respirable aerosols aren't still present -

they have much lower settling velocities. Ouch! That challenges the

conventional wisdom.

Thankfully the overall risk is indeed very low or as was said, we'd be

seeing transmission of infection among soldiers in close combat (though I

wonder if any proper studies have actually quantified and compared the risk

with that of other exposure scenarios).

I'm not sure I could suggest full-body decon with a straight face, but also

not so sure it wouldn't be appropriate in the very rare, odd case.

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com <mailto:Rnorman@bioreliance.com>

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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I just asked our newest Fire Marshal  about this. She had been a paramedic

for New York City for abt 5 years, and was stationed in the South Bronx. I

figured if this could happen, she probably would have seen it. She said

she's never responded to a suicide/murder where the air was filled with

blood. The worst scenario was blood dripping from overhead on an indoor

scaffolding  accident (they wore full rain coats for that one!). So, take

all eye, mucous membrane, etc.  precautions, but not extraordinary

precautions.

As for respirator training, we train/fit test our Police for TB

respirators. We have had a higher incidence rate of TB student-patients

than the University hospital has had. We have a large population of

International students, and this is a problem every year.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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Where can I get copies of these additional aerosol slides?

Gillian

"Dillard, Christina" wrote:

>

> Thanks for sharing these great slides.

> Is the fluoroscein dye that you used food grade? If so where did it come

> from? If anyone else knows where I could find food grade luminescent dye it

> would be appreciated.

> Thanks,

>  Christina

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, February 09, 2001 9:44 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: More aerosol slides

>

> Richard Gilpin thought that the nonfluoroscein slides were from a 1970's

> NIH slide set - could be, the slides have been in my office for over 20

> years.  Since so many liked the slides, I have attached some additional

> powerpoint slides of the studies I did modeling aerosol/droplet production

> using fluoroscein dye.  Use as you wish.

>

> Slide 1 - demonstates splatter from a drop hitting the bench.

> Slide 2 & 3 results of vortexing a tube without a cap (note: liquid level

> is below the top of the tube).

> Slides 4, 5 & 6 - opening of a microcent. tube - contamination on glove and

> on the bench.

> Slides 7 & 8 - splatter from inserting a loop directly into the flame.

> Slide 9 - splatter from touching a hot loop into a "colony".

> Slide 10 - result of dropping a test tube (Murphy was in full effect when

> we staged this - the damn tube refused to break - had to repeatedly drop it

> (cleaning up after each drop) until finally it broke).

>

> Richie

--

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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<html>

Just a warning, this will be long and boring so unless you are really

interested in transportation of infectious substances, skip this one.

I think that the first thing that you have to do is decide whether the

material being transported is a dangerous good or not. In order to do

this you have to go to the appropriate regulations. In the US for ground

transport &quot;in commerce&quot; (i.e. on any public roads and not being

transported for a govt. agency) the <b>only</b> regulations that can tell

you whether you have a dangerous good or not is 49 CFR parts 100-185. (I

am not aware of an exception to the regs just because you are

transporting by &quot;foot&quot; and not in a vehicle. It is still

&quot;in commerce&quot;. Same rules apply whether you are walking it

across a public roadway or driving it from the east coast to the west.)

Taking the freezer (possible compressed gases, battery acid, refrigerant,

etc.) aside which may possibly be considered a dangerous good and just

looking at the primate samples, is this a dangerous good? The definition

for a Class 6.2 infectious substance by the DOT is found in 49 CFR

173.134 (a)(1): <font color="#800000">An infectious substance means a

viable microorganism, or its toxin, that causes or may cause disease in

humans or animals, . . .</font><font color="#000000"> So how do you know

whether the material contains a viable, disease causing microorganism?

Determining if a material is infectious has always included subjective

analysis in the absence of actual testing and should be based on the

known medical history of the patient or animal, endemic local conditions,

symptoms of the patient or animal and professional judgement based on the

circumstances. Do you know whether the monkey tissue contains the B

virus, or not?&nbsp; Do you have reason to suspect the presence of B

virus (other than

&quot;</font><font face="arial" size=2 color="#0000FF">Given the

prevalence of monkey B virus</font><font size=3 color="#000000">&quot;)?

Does the material come from research bred animals or wild? It is my

understanding the prevalence of B virus in research colonies is actually

quite low. What non human primate species are represented in the samples?

B virus may be prevalent only in certain species (I don't think that it

is found in New World species). Furthermore, even though B virus may be

prevalent, it is generally contagious only when the non-human primate is

actively shedding the virus during infection and remains dormant

otherwise further reducing the risk that actual infectious viral

particles are present in the freezer samples. You must also consider the

potential presence of other viable microorganisms that may cause disease.

After weighing what you know about the material and what you know about

the suspected pathogen(s), you may determine that the risk is very low

risk for spreading disease should exposure to the samples occur. You

could safely consider this not to be an infectious substance according to

49 CFR. Of course, I would treat it appropriately according to universal

precautions when handling in the lab, but universal precautions do not

necessarily apply to transport. What it boils down to is that only you as

the shipper can make that determination based on the professional

judgement of a reasonable person. 

Recently the DOT published a Notice for Proposed Rulemaking, that I think

it will have a big impact on a situation like this. They are proposing to

change how an infectious substance is defined. Under the proposed

definition an infectious substance is a &quot;material known to contain

or suspected of containing a pathogen that has the potential to cause

disease when exposure to it occurs.&quot; Furthermore, the material must

be assigned to a Risk Group based on known medical condition, history of

the source patient/animal, and professional judgement. (Note that the

material is assigned a risk group, not the suspected pathogen). 

Once you have made the determination that the material is an infectious

substance (based on the definition in 49 CFR) then you have to properly

package, mark, label, document, and follow all the other steps necessary

to transport dangerous goods. Everyone involved in the process must be

properly trained and certified. You may not use the freezers as anything

but an overpack. The material must be packed in UN Specification marked,

tested and certified packaging. You will need to properly mark and label

the package(s), complete a shipping paper with all of the necessary

information and certification outlined in 49 CFR and meet all the other

requirements outlined in 49 CFR for the safe transport of a dangerous

good. Of course, as mentioned by others, you may be able to obtain an

exemption from the DOT for specific aspects such as packaging, but these

are usually very limited in scope and you have to show that your way is

just as safe or safer. If you are under any time constraints, it can take

months and lots of paperwork to get an exemption.

If you make the determination that the material is not an infectious

substance as defined by 49 CFR, then you can take the advice others have

mentioned and just ensure that the material will be packaged and secured

so that under ordinary incidents of transport there will be no leakage of

the contents and that it is done in an otherwise safe manner. 

Good luck

</font>At 04:34 PM 2/9/01 -0600, you wrote: 

<font face="arial" size=2 color="#0000FF"><blockquote type=cite cite>I

have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a PI that

is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to be moved.

All of these freezers are filled with non human primate tissue. Given the

prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be removed, packed

according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the street or can the

freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them?</font>

<font size=3 color="#000000"> 

</font><font size=2>Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-&nbsp; 205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

<font size=2><a href="http://www.healthsafe.uab.edu/" eudora="autourl">www.healthsafe.uab.edu</a>

<font size=2>** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking

me to reduce the value I place on YOUR life** 

<div>Eric Cook, Asst. Biosafety Officer</div>

<div>Massachusetts Institute of Technology</div>

<div>Biosafety Office, 56-255</div>

<div>77 Massachusetts Avenue</div>

<div>Cambridge, MA 02139-4307</div>

<div>(Voice) 617-258-5648</div>

<div>(Fax)&nbsp;&nbsp; 617-258-5856</div>

<div>(E-mail)ecook@mit.edu</div>

</html>
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If you didn't get them in the original it means that your mail program

doesn't like large attachments.  I will send them in small chunks.  Slides

1 -3 are attached.

Richie

> >

> > Slide 1 - demonstates splatter from a drop hitting the bench.

> > Slide 2 & 3 results of vortexing a tube without a cap (note: liquid level

> > is below the top of the tube).

> > Slides 4, 5 & 6 - opening of a microcent. tube - contamination on glove and

> > on the bench.

> > Slides 7 & 8 - splatter from inserting a loop directly into the flame.

> > Slide 9 - splatter from touching a hot loop into a "colony".

> > Slide 10 - result of dropping a test tube (Murphy was in full effect when

> > we staged this - the damn tube refused to break - had to repeatedly drop it

> > (cleaning up after each drop) until finally it broke).

> >

> > Richie

>

>--

>------------------------------------------------------------------

>Gillian Norton

>Biosafety Officer

>The University of Western Ontario

>Occupational Health and Safety

>Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

>Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

>FAX:   (519)661-3420

>-------------------------------------------------------------------
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The issue of bloodborne pathogen transmission from aerosols has been debated

extensively in the past.  Many of you remember the talk in 1989 at the ABSA

conference in New Orleans when Dr. Hewitt presented his information that HIV

survives in aerosols produced during surgery.  HOWEVER, there has never been a

bloodborne pathogen infection documented via aerosols, and all epidemiological

data indicate that bloodborne pathogens are not transmitted by true aerosols

such as those generated in surgical procedures by high speed drills, saws, and

electrocautery devices.  Certainly in any crime or suicide scene, such aerosols

would not be produced, and even if they were, there would not be transmission.

As with the scenarios already presented regarding the soldiers in the field, if

such transmission COULD occur, you would certainly see surgeons (esp,

Orthopedics, Cardiothoracic) infected due to the aerosols they are exposed to

everyday.  Let's remember the REAL risks and make sure the police protect

themselves from the needles that might be left behind.

Debra L. Hunt, DrPH, CBSP (ABSA)

Director, Biological Safety

Duke University / Duke Health Systems

Durham, NC

"Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU> on 02/14/2001 01:22:15 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

 To:      BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

 cc:

 Subject: Suicide

Hi Biosafety experts--

Just a grisly and appropriately colored question for Valentines Day!

During a bloodborne pathogen class for the university, a police officer

asked if respirators should be used when entering a suicide scene.  He said

in a past suicide scene the air was unusually moist and he could smell

gunpowder and body fluid smells.  Several years ago another officer in

bloodborne pathogen training asked a similar question.  He describe the air

of another suicide scene pink with blood.

In training I tell them to use precautions when there is *visible* blood or

OPIM.  But what about air pink with blood?  That is visible.  And other body

fluids carry pathogens, so what about scenes with air loaded with body

fluids?  I suppose police can't wait 20 minutes to allow things to settle!

So then they would need to wear respirators in those situations.  (Gee, I

can hardly get them to bloodborne pathogen training!  Now respirator

training,  fit testing etc!)

Any of you tackle this problem and have some comments?

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

Box 3413

Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu
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Eric,

I just wanted to let you know that I liked what you said.  Thank you for

the heads up on the proposed rule.  This could mak my life a lot eaisier.

On foot traffic vs vehicular traffic.  Regulation begins when the transport

cycle is entered.  We have spcific rules for trucks/cars, rail, air and

ships.  There are no rules for foot traffic.

Bob

> Just a warning, this will be long and boring so unless you are really

>interested in transportation of infectious substances, skip this one.

>

> I think that the first thing that you have to do is decide whether the

>material being transported is a dangerous good or not. In order to do this

>you have to go to the appropriate regulations. In the US for ground

>transport "in commerce" (i.e. on any public roads and not being

>transported for a govt. agency) the only regulations that can tell you

>whether you have a dangerous good or not is 49 CFR parts 100-185. (I am

>not aware of an exception to the regs just because you are transporting by

>"foot" and not in a vehicle. It is still "in commerce". Same rules apply

>whether you are walking it across a public roadway or driving it from the

>east coast to the west.)

>

> Taking the freezer (possible compressed gases, battery acid, refrigerant,

>etc.) aside which may possibly be considered a dangerous good and just

>looking at the primate samples, is this a dangerous good? The definition

>for a Class 6.2 infectious substance by the DOT is found in 49 CFR 173.134

>(a)(1): An infectious substance means a viable microorganism, or its

>toxin, that causes or may cause disease in humans or animals, . . . So how

>do you know whether the material contains a viable, disease causing

>microorganism? Determining if a material is infectious has always included

>subjective analysis in the absence of actual testing and should be based

>on the known medical history of the patient or animal, endemic local

>conditions, symptoms of the patient or animal and professional judgement

>based on the circumstances. Do you know whether the monkey tissue contains

>the B virus, or not?  Do you have reason to suspect the presence of B

>virus (other than "Given the prevalence of monkey B virus")? Does the

>material come from research bred animals or wild? It is my understanding

>the prevalence of B virus in research colonies is actually quite low. What

>non human primate species are represented in the samples? B virus may be

>prevalent only in certain species (I don't think that it is found in New

>World species). Furthermore, even though B virus may be prevalent, it is

>generally contagious only when the non-human primate is actively shedding

>the virus during infection and remains dormant otherwise further reducing

>the risk that actual infectious viral particles are present in the freezer

>samples. You must also consider the potential presence of other viable

>microorganisms that may cause disease. After weighing what you know about

>the material and what you know about the suspected pathogen(s), you may

>determine that the risk is very low risk for spreading disease should

>exposure to the samples occur. You could safely consider this not to be an

>infectious substance according to 49 CFR. Of course, I would treat it

>appropriately according to universal precautions when handling in the lab,

>but universal precautions do not necessarily apply to transport. What it

>boils down to is that only you as the shipper can make that determination

>based on the professional judgement of a reasonable person.

>

> Recently the DOT published a Notice for Proposed Rulemaking, that I think

>it will have a big impact on a situation like this. They are proposing to

>change how an infectious substance is defined. Under the proposed

>definition an infectious substance is a "material known to contain or

>suspected of containing a pathogen that has the potential to cause disease

>when exposure to it occurs." Furthermore, the material must be assigned to

>a Risk Group based on known medical condition, history of the source

>patient/animal, and professional judgement. (Note that the material is

>assigned a risk group, not the suspected pathogen).

>

> Once you have made the determination that the material is an infectious

>substance (based on the definition in 49 CFR) then you have to properly

>package, mark, label, document, and follow all the other steps necessary

>to transport dangerous goods. Everyone involved in the process must be

>properly trained and certified. You may not use the freezers as anything

>but an overpack. The material must be packed in UN Specification marked,

>tested and certified packaging. You will need to properly mark and label

>the package(s), complete a shipping paper with all of the necessary

>information and certification outlined in 49 CFR and meet all the other

>requirements outlined in 49 CFR for the safe transport of a dangerous

>good. Of course, as mentioned by others, you may be able to obtain an

>exemption from the DOT for specific aspects such as packaging, but these

>are usually very limited in scope and you have to show that your way is

>just as safe or safer. If you are under any time constraints, it can take

>months and lots of paperwork to get an exemption.

>

> If you make the determination that the material is not an infectious

>substance as defined by 49 CFR, then you can take the advice others have

>mentioned and just ensure that the material will be packaged and secured

>so that under ordinary incidents of transport there will be no leakage of

>the contents and that it is done in an otherwise safe manner.

>

> Good luck

>

> At 04:34 PM 2/9/01 -0600, you wrote:

>

>

>I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. We have a PI

>that is moving to another building and has 5 -80 freezers that is to be

>moved. All of these freezers are filled with non human primate tissue.

>Given the prevalence of monkey B virus, should this material be removed,

>packed according to 6.2 and sent to the new space across the street or can

>the freezers be secured and moved with the tissue in them?

>

>

> Kyle Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Occupational Health and Safety

> University of Alabama at Birmingham

> e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

> Phone-  205-934-2487

> VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

> <http://www.healthsafe.uab.edu/>www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

> ** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce

>the value I place on YOUR life**

>

>

>

>

>   _=====_  ========  | |  | |  | |  | |  ========   MIT BSO

> Eric Cook, Asst. Biosafety Officer Massachusetts Institute of Technology

>Biosafety Office, 56-255 77 Massachusetts Avenue Cambridge, MA 02139-4307

>(Voice) 617-258-5648 (Fax)   617-258-5856 (E-mail)ecook@mit.edu

>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Today I called the DOT Hazardous Materials RSPA branch and spoke to two

individuals who told me that the DOT regulations allow for moving chemicals

from one building to another by a company or school.  In fact, such a move,

by company or university vehicles would still fall under the definition of

being moved "in commerce", but there is an exemption which would be

applicable.

The applicable exemption is called the Material of Trade exemption

(49CFR173.6 and Materials are defined in 171.8). There are limits on the

amount of chemicals that could be moved in one vehicle (440lbs) Infectious

substances (6.2) and explosives are not included in this exemption and must

be transported in full compliance with the DOT regs.

A refrigerator is NOT defined as a dangerous good as someone in a previsou

post suggested. Nor is dry ice an issue unless used in air shipment.

The issue of the material in the freezers is dependent upon what is in the

freezers. If the material is not classified, but could reasonably be called

diagnostic specimens based on prudent classification by a knowledgeable

person, then such materials would not be regulated. If they were deemed (and

would be shipped) as infectious substances, then all the DOT packing and

labeling etc regs apply.

So, specifically, if a lab in a college or a company is moving from one

place to another, even on public roads, they are not subject to the DOT regs

one usually worries about as far as chemicals are concerned as long as they

stay within certain boundaries. As for the freezers, I would make sure I

needed to call something infectious before doing so.

In any case, it is my opinion that trained and responsible individuals be

intimately associated with the move. To do less, and have any type of

accident, would put one in a tough situation.

I hope this will clarify this issue.

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003
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In Massachusetts there is a company that cleans up such messes.  The company

name is "Aftermath Cleaning Company".  This is not an endorsement, just

thought the name was catchy.
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Here! Here!

> ----------

> From:         Andrew Cockburn[SMTP:acockbur@WVU.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Wednesday, February 14, 2001 11:28 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      FW: Transgenic Insect repost

>

> Several people have said that they could not read these messages.  I

> apologize for the HTML stuff (not my choice, Outlook did that for me).

> The

> complete text of both:

>

> 1)

> As a former entomologist, I wonder how many IBCs are addressing the more

> general and prevalent issue of dangerous exotic insects.  By far the most

> disastrous research biosafety incident ever was the release of Anopheles

> gambiae in Brazil.  As I recall, about 50,000 people died before it was

> eradicated.  A close second was the release of the African honeybee in

> Brazil- that is the "killer bee" now killing people in the US.  It is kind

> of weird that we restrict something like Ebola, which has killed a few

> thousand people total, to BSL4; while allowing Anopheles gambiae, which

> kills millions of people per year (via malaria), to be reared just about

> anywhere.

>

> I have had conversations with other entomologists working on these and

> other

> dangerous insects, and frequently the attitude is "My work is so important

> that safety doesn't matter, and besides, they could never become

> established

> in this climate."  It is really scary touring some of these 50 year old

> facilities and watching the escapees flying around; knowing that there is

> no

> significant barrier to the outdoors.

>

> In the mid 90's there was a publication of a research project that

> involved

> a deliberate release of an exotic strain of Aedes albopictus (a recently

> introduced arbovirus vector) in the Midwest.  As far as I know, this

> project

> was never screened by an IBC.  The PI was one of the most senior and

> respected entomologists in the world.  The mosquito research community

> started looking at this problem as a result of the uproar, but I expect

> that

> the rest of the entomology community is still clueless.

>

> 2)

> Mark- Here is the citation.  I can dig up more if you are interested.

> -Andy

>

> J Am Mosq Control Assoc 1993 Mar;9(1):78-83

> Related Articles, Books, LinkOut

>

> Reducing the overwintering ability of Aedes albopictus by male release.

> Hanson SM, Mutebi JP, Craig GB, Novak RJ

> Vector Biology Laboratories, University of Notre Dame, IN 46556.

> Eggs of temperate Aedes albopictus populations are cold hardy and can

> diapause, but tropical populations are not cold hardy and cannot diapause.

> Heterozygotes possess intermediate diapause and cold hardiness. Males of a

> tropical strain from Malaysia with a distinctive genetic marker were

> released into an existing temperate population in East St. Louis,

> Illinois.

> Subsequent egg samples from the release site had genetic marker frequency

> of

> up to 24%. Reduced cold hardiness and decreased diapause incidence were

> also

> observed in the release site population. No such changes occurred at a

> nearby control site. The rank order of overwintering survival of eggs at

> the

> release site was: Aedes triseriatus > temperate Ae. albopictus > hybrid

> temperate/tropical Ae. albopictus > tropical Ae. albopictus. Eggs

> collected

> from the release population the next summer showed total absence of the

> genetic marker; presumably carriers were removed by the winter.

>

> Comment in: J Am Mosq Control Assoc. 1993 Mar;9(1):104

>

> Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

> West Virginia University

> Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

> Telephone: 304-293-7157

> FAX:       304-293-4529

> Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

>
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how can i ussubscrie from this list

----- Original Message -----

From: Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, February 14, 2001 11:52 AM

Subject: Re: Suicide

> I just asked our newest Fire Marshal  about this. She had been a paramedic

> for New York City for abt 5 years, and was stationed in the South Bronx. I

> figured if this could happen, she probably would have seen it. She said

> she's never responded to a suicide/murder where the air was filled with

> blood. The worst scenario was blood dripping from overhead on an indoor

> scaffolding  accident (they wore full rain coats for that one!). So, take

> all eye, mucous membrane, etc.  precautions, but not extraordinary

> precautions.

>

> As for respirator training, we train/fit test our Police for TB

> respirators. We have had a higher incidence rate of TB student-patients

> than the University hospital has had. We have a large population of

> International students, and this is a problem every year.

>

> Kim Auletta

> Lab Safety Specialist

> Environmental Health and Safety

> SUNY Stony Brook

> Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> 631-632-9672

> kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

>
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I am responding to the question and response regarding uranyl

acetate(attached below):

First, Uranyl Acetate(U-Ac) is NOT considered a naturally-occurring

ore.  To quote 10CFR40.4, "Unrefined and unprocessed ore means ore in its

natural form, prior to any processing..."  U-Ac is a refined chemical

compound, so it doesn't meet this definition, and is therefore subject to

regulation as source material.

U-Ac may be received, possessed and used under General License under the

terms of 10CFR40.22 (Small Quantities), and if in solution of less than

0.05 percent by weight, will qualify as an Unimportant Quantity under

40.13.  Disposal must conform to the requirements listed in 10 CFR 20,

Subpart K.  This would allow sewer disposal at low concentrations, but

would not allow one to simply throw the jar in the trash.  Disposal through

a licensed chemical waste broker is probably the best method, though if the

solution is over 0.05 percent by weight, they could make a case for

classifying it as radioactive waste or mixed waste.

Hope this helps clear things up.

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

___________________________________________________

At 09:54 AM 02/14/2001 -0500, Robert N. Latsch wrote:

>Uranyl acetate is not a regulated chemical under RCRA for disposal.

>

>Radiation folks consider this to be a naturaly occuring radioactive ore and

>therfore not regulated.

>

>We dispose of such items as a chemical solution through our chemical waste

>broker.  It would be just as legal to pour it down the drain or throw it in

>the trash.  We do not like the way such actions appear or sound.

>

>As always, check your state, regional and local regulations for variations.

>

>Bob

Bliss M. Schlank wrote:

> >I realize this may not be the right venue - but I thought I would try

> >anyway!  We are deciding a method for disposing uranyl acetate aqueous

> >solution (<7%).

> >

> >Do any of you have written procedures concerning this disposal?

> >

> >I know in the past notes have gone out to clarify the content and discussion

> >in this group.  If no one feels it is appropriate then please do not answer

> >- I can take a hint :)

> >

> >
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>       Their is a problem with a school building where staff and students

> are complaining of upper respiratory irritation, itching on the skin,

> fatigue, and joint pain. An environmental engineer came out to investigate

> and found Rhizopus, Candida, Basidiospore, Penicillium, Aspergillus,

> Ascospores, Cladospores and Dreschlerabipolaris. The recommendation was to

> take the plastic wall covering off the walls around the inside of the

> school, clean the mold, and put in new carpet.

>

>       Are their any other precautions which need to be listed?

>

> Thanks

>

> ----------

> From:         Richard Fink[SMTP:rfink@MIT.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Wednesday, February 14, 2001 1:01 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Suicide

>

> Hi Madeline,

>

> We train the police here and while suicides are part of the normal work,

> no one has every mentioned air pink with blood.

>

>

>

>       In training I tell them to use precautions when there is *visible*

> blood or

>       OPIM.  But what about air pink with blood?  That is visible.

>

>

> I am trying to think of a suicide method that would result in a room

> filling mist of blood rather then spray and droplets and can't think of

> any.  Perhaps some on the list has a better imagination.  The police

> responding to such a situation have 2 choices - stop and wait for the

> aerosol to die down or don PPE that protects their mucous membranes and

> lungs.

>

>

> Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Assoc. Biosafety Officer

> Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

> 617-258-5647

> rfink@mit.edu

>
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Make sure they use containment so the spores do not become airborne and

cause even more trouble.  All material which had been wet will may need to

be removed, also.  There are several references on the internet which might

be helpful to you, under Mold and/or Indoor Air Quality:

http://www.ci.nyc.ny.us/html/doh/html/epi/moldrpt1.html#remed

and more.

Carol A. Giles, MPH, CIH

Industrial Hygienist/Safety Specialist

Argonne National Laboratory

9700 S. Cass Ave., Bldg. 200

Argonne, IL 60439

email: cgiles@anl.gov

(630) 252-3427

-----Original Message-----

From: Snyder_Sam [mailto:Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU]

Sent: February 15, 2001 11:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Suicide

>       Their is a problem with a school building where staff and students

> are complaining of upper respiratory irritation, itching on the skin,

> fatigue, and joint pain. An environmental engineer came out to investigate

> and found Rhizopus, Candida, Basidiospore, Penicillium, Aspergillus,

> Ascospores, Cladospores and Dreschlerabipolaris. The recommendation was to

> take the plastic wall covering off the walls around the inside of the

> school, clean the mold, and put in new carpet.

>

>       Are their any other precautions which need to be listed?

>
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Carol,

Thank you.

> ----------

> From:         Giles, Carol A.[SMTP:cgiles@ANL.GOV]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, February 15, 2001 1:49 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: school mold

>

> Make sure they use containment so the spores do not become airborne and

> cause even more trouble.  All material which had been wet will may need to

> be removed, also.  There are several references on the internet which

> might

> be helpful to you, under Mold and/or Indoor Air Quality:

> http://www.ci.nyc.ny.us/html/doh/html/epi/moldrpt1.html#remed

> and more.

>

> Carol A. Giles, MPH, CIH

> Industrial Hygienist/Safety Specialist

> Argonne National Laboratory

> 9700 S. Cass Ave., Bldg. 200

> Argonne, IL 60439

> email: cgiles@anl.gov

> (630) 252-3427

>

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Snyder_Sam [mailto:Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU]

> Sent: February 15, 2001 11:49 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Suicide

>

>

> >       Their is a problem with a school building where staff and students

> > are complaining of upper respiratory irritation, itching on the skin,

> > fatigue, and joint pain. An environmental engineer came out to

> investigate

> > and found Rhizopus, Candida, Basidiospore, Penicillium, Aspergillus,

> > Ascospores, Cladospores and Dreschlerabipolaris. The recommendation was

> to

> > take the plastic wall covering off the walls around the inside of the

> > school, clean the mold, and put in new carpet.

> >

> >       Are their any other precautions which need to be listed?

> >

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 13:34:35 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU>

Subject:      Suicide --Thanks!

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

All responses were very helpful -- Thanks!

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

Box 3413

Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 14:49:44 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <jpointer@MAIL.MDANDERSON.ORG>

Subject:      Survey results - flame use in BSCs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed;

              Boundary="0__=lNIJswimVF1XJLZHzeXN310AukYSkgW4fCDTxnf8DOVxJG3PrtS9X2Bj"

--0__=lNIJswimVF1XJLZHzeXN310AukYSkgW4fCDTxnf8DOVxJG3PrtS9X2Bj

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Disposition: inline

Topic: survey on the use of flames in, and the plumbing of natural gas to,

Biological Safety Cabinets.

Many responded to my survey and I have attached a MS Word document below with a

table of the results and comments that came back.  I have removed any reference

to institution and individual respondant on the results.  I want to thank all of

you that responded for taking the time to complete the survey.

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

BSO - EH&S

UT MD Anderson Cancer Center

Houston, TX

(See attached file: RESULTS OF FLAME USE2.doc)

--0__=lNIJswimVF1XJLZHzeXN310AukYSkgW4fCDTxnf8DOVxJG3PrtS9X2Bj

Content-type: application/msword;

        name="RESULTS OF FLAME USE2.doc"

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="RESULTS OF FLAME USE2.doc"

Content-transfer-encoding: base64

Content-Description: Mac Word 3.0

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 15:22:07 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      How are toxins treated by IBC?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

I was wondering how toxins are treated by the Institutional Biosafety

Committees of various institutions.  Two toxins I have concern over are

Tetrodotoxin and Bungarotoxin.  Because these are not bio organisms and

are not a concern relative to the NIH Guidelines For Research Involoving

rDNA Molecules, do the protocol they will be used in require IBC review?

Thanks,

Mark Campbell

Biosafety Officer

St. Louis University Health Sciences Center

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 16:25:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Hurley <dhurley@WFUBMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How are toxins treated by IBC?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------B76235F93707247778F15F87"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------B76235F93707247778F15F87

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

One of those agents is a select agent . Under the CDC registration process

it is considered to be covered under the OSHA Chemical Hygiene Plan. How do

you approve the use of hazardous chemicals?

Mark Campbell wrote:

> I was wondering how toxins are treated by the Institutional Biosafety

> Committees of various institutions.  Two toxins I have concern over are

> Tetrodotoxin and Bungarotoxin.  Because these are not bio organisms and

> are not a concern relative to the NIH Guidelines For Research Involoving

> rDNA Molecules, do the protocol they will be used in require IBC review?

>

> Thanks,

>

> Mark Campbell

> Biosafety Officer

> St. Louis University Health Sciences Center

> (314) 577-8608

> campbem@slu.edu

--------------B76235F93707247778F15F87

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="dhurley.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Dan Hurley

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="dhurley.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Hurley;Dan

tel;fax:336-777-3101

tel;work:336-777-3078

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

org:Wake Forest University School of Medicine;Environmental Health and Safety

adr:;;Medical Center Blvd.;Winston-Salem;NC;27157;USA

version:2.1

email;internet:dhurley@wfubmc.edu

title:Industrial Hygiene Officer

fn:Dan Hurley

end:vcard

--------------B76235F93707247778F15F87--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 16:47:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

Organization: Wright State University

Subject:      Re: How are toxins treated by IBC?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_SCHxOP8Fb9ryFlSufE2ejw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_SCHxOP8Fb9ryFlSufE2ejw)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

BSO, IBC and the Safety Office prefer that researchers

provide information, in the form of a protocol, on their

intended work with toxins so there is a record of activity

in the event of an accident there is a point source of

information.  The IBC generally accepts the information on

the recommendation of the BSO.  The Safety Office wants to

know who is doing what where and how are they setting up

materials for disposal and minimizing the chances of others

coming into contact with contaminated material.

You state that you have concerns with two toxins, one of

which (tetrodotoxin) is listed as a select agent according

to 42CFR72.  Involving the CDC in the use of a material does

make the IBC pay attention.

Greg Merkle

Mark Campbell wrote:

>

> I was wondering how toxins are treated by the Institutional Biosafety

> Committees of various institutions.  Two toxins I have concern over are

> Tetrodotoxin and Bungarotoxin.  Because these are not bio organisms and

> are not a concern relative to the NIH Guidelines For Research Involoving

> rDNA Molecules, do the protocol they will be used in require IBC review?

>

> Thanks,

>

> Mark Campbell

> Biosafety Officer

> St. Louis University Health Sciences Center

> (314) 577-8608

> campbem@slu.edu

--Boundary_(ID_SCHxOP8Fb9ryFlSufE2ejw)

Content-type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii; name="greg.merkle.vcf"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Content-disposition: attachment; filename="greg.merkle.vcf"

Content-description: Card for Greg Merkle

begin:vcard

n:Merkle;Greg

tel;fax:1-937-775-3761

tel;work:1-937-775-2217

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:www.wright.edu/admin/ehs

org:Wright State University;Department of Environmental Health and Safety

version:2.1

email;internet:greg.merkle@wright.edu

title:Senior Industrial Hygienist

adr;quoted-printable:;;145 Health Sciences Bldg.=0D=0A3640 Col. Glenn Hwy.;Dayton;Ohio;45435-0001;USA

end:vcard

--Boundary_(ID_SCHxOP8Fb9ryFlSufE2ejw)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 17:52:52 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Benedict, Mark Q." <mqb0@CDC.GOV>

Subject:      Arthopod Containment Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C097A2.074396A0"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand

this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_000_01C097A2.074396A0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Colleagues,

A subcommittee of the American Society of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene =

is

developing guidelines for risk assessment, safe handling, and transport =

of

arthropods of public health importance in laboratory settings.  The =

document

is intended to fill the void regarding this subject in =91Biosafety in

Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories,=92 and the authors hope =

that it

will eventually become part of that publication.  At this time, the =

document

has not been reviewed, commented upon, nor approved by either NIH or =

CDC.

The Arthropod Containment Guidelines (ACG) document is intended to give

guidance to researchers and IBCs via principles of risk assessment and

recommended levels of containment.  These generally parallel those of =

the

agents that the arthropods might contain, but recommendations for

transgenic, exotic, and uninfected arthropods are also made.  A major

difference between ACG and similar documents is that the reality of

biological containment of arthropods was considered to shape these

Guidelines, a feature not contained in BMBL.

The document is a draft (v. 2.3).  It=92s content is open to revision, =

and all

comments from the interested community will be considered.  Therefore, =

we

solicit and value your comments.  Instructions for comments, the =

current

version, and supporting documents can be found at:

http://klab.agsci.colostate.edu/~mbenedic/ACG.html

(Neither this posting nor the document described is an official =

publication

or viewpoint of the CDC.)

Mark Q. Benedict, PhD

Research Biologist

CDC/NCID/DPD Entomology MS F-22

4770 Buford Hwy.

Chamblee, GA USA 30341

770-488-4987

770-488-4258 (FAX)

 <<Mark Q. Benedict>>

------_=_NextPart_000_01C097A2.074396A0

Content-Type: message/rfc822

Content-Description: Mark Q. Benedict

Message-ID: <A728CCFF7700D2119D5900A024620F24CEE536@MCDC-ATL-31>

From: "Benedict, Mark Q." <mqb0@cdc.gov>

To:

Subject: Mark Q. Benedict

Date: Thu, 3 Jun 1999 13:17:21 -0500

MIME-Version: 1.0

X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="windows-1252"

------_=_NextPart_000_01C097A2.074396A0--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 15:21:48 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Shawler <dshawler@SKCC.ORG>

Subject:      Macaques and bloodborne pathogens

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="windows-1252"

I don't have much experience with rhesus macaques and the exposure control

plan for bloodborne pathogens and other potentially infectious materials

(BPECP).  I am aware of the potential for herpesvirus (B virus) and SIV but

would like to know what other viruses might be present.  In particular, can

macaques be infectious for HBV and HCV?

Thank you

Dan Shawler

Safety Officer

Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 12:41:27 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Mercury-Free Campaign

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Greetings, Compadres -

I want to run an intensive blitz campaign of about two weeks duration to

rid my company's various sites of mercury sources.   I suspect many of you

have been involved in similar campaigns in the past - you know, the old

"give us your mercury thermometers, batteries, sphygmos, etc. and we'll

help you replace them with mercury-free alternatives."

I can have Facilities start working on replacing fluorescents with the

low-merc version but it's really the rank-and-file I need to reach.  Can

you provide me with any sources for aids in conducting such a campaign?

Any tips?  Anything you tried that worked well, or didn't work at all?  All

suggestions will be gratefully received.  Better send them to me directly

(gfunk@aviron.com) as this is most likely old info for most of this list.

Many thanks in advance for your help.

-- Glenn

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 16:47:33 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      DOT and MOVING LABS

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I think that in light of the recent threads on the Biosafety listserver

about moving labs from one place to another and in light of our imminent

move from the current campus across town, you might find the following

question to the DOT RSPA office (Hazardous Materials Branch) and their

answer useful. Please note that Explosives and infectious agents are NOT

covered by this exemption.

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

My original question:

A small biotech company is moving from one location to another and will

> move by a combination of company vehicles and commercial movers (for

> furniture). They need to move their labs as well and all associated

> equipment and supplies. All hazardous wastes will be left on the current

> site and removed by appropriate haz waste TSDF vendors.

>

> What must be done to move small quantities of chemicals? The entire

> chemical inventory would not exceed 440 lbs in any given load (there

> might not be this much in the entire lab)  and would not include

> explosives

> or infectious materials. Most containers are small containers with a few

> grams of solids, up to a 4 L bottle here and there of solvents, corrosives

>

> etc. The move will be supervised by trained hazardous materials experts

> and staff chemists.

>

> Our understanding is that such a move would fall under the 49CFR 173.6

> Material of Trade exemption. Does this exemption apply to such a

> situation?

>

> As well, in another company they desi!

> re to move freezers that are

> filled with tissue that is not currently classified. They are storing the

> tissues for

> future research. There is a potential that some sort of pathogens could

> exist but

> no one knows for sure. Would these currently be diagnostic specimens?

> If they are diagnostic specimens, I believe  that there would be no

> special

> regulations with which we must abide. Am I correct on this?

>

> If such freezers held infectious materials and a move across town was

> made, is it necessary to remove all infectious contents from the freezer,

> pack and ship by commerical carrier to the new location? Or is there some

> way the freezers could be moved from one location to the next, by

> knowledgeable people, preventing thawing using dry ice, and without going

> to

> great trouble to ship with a commercial carrier?

>

> Thank you for a prompt answer to these questions.

> Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

> Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

> Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

> University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

> Department of Facilities Operations

> Mailstop A078

> 4200 E. 9th Avenue

> Denver, Colorado 80262

> Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

> Office phone: (303) 315-8003

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

The DOT answer (which is also consistent with what I was told on the phone).

This applies as well to any university per the conversation I had with the

DOT reps.

"Dear Ms. Baker,

A company may transport small quantities of the chemicals from a laboratory

to another laboratory under the material of trade exception if the chemicals

meet all the requirements in ? 173.6.  A material of trade means a hazardous

material, other than a hazardous waste, that is carried on a motor vehicle

for the purpose of protecting the health and safety of the motor vehicle

operator or passenger, for the purpose of supporting the operation or

maintenance of a motor vehicle (including its auxiliary equipment), or

carried by a private motor carrier (including vehicles operated by a rail

carrier) in direct support of a principal business that is other than

transportation by motor vehicle.  If the company is transporting the

chemicals using its own vehicles in direct support of its business, the

chemicals would meet the definition of material of trade.  In order to

transport such materials under the material of trade exception, the company

must further comply with the requirements of ? 173.6.  Section 173.6

specifies the types and quantities of hazardous materials permitted under

the exception, the required packaging, hazard communication, and authorized

aggregate gross weight per motor vehicle.  Shipments of the chemicals from a

company facility to customers would not qualify for the material of trade

exception and would have to be prepared in accordance with the Hazardous

Materials Regulations.

If you require further assistance, our Hazardous Materials Information

Center is staffed with regulatory specialists who can quickly answer your

questions by phone.  Please do not hesitate to call, as the Information

Center is open Monday through Friday, 9 am - 5 pm E.S.T. at (800) 467-4922

or (202) 366-4488.

Sincerely,

U.S. DOT"

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

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 16:19:24 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hofherr, Leslie" <Leslie@ADMIN.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mercury-Free Campaign

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Glenn,

If you don't know you should know that the California Department of Health

Services has a "Mercury Elimination Project". Remember Steve Kubo? He is

involved in the project. The have a "Tool Kit" that you can request by mail

, fax or phone.

Medical Waste Management Program

California Californa Department of Health Services

PO Box 942732 MS 396

Sacramento, CA, 94234-7320

Phone (916) 327-6904

Fax (916) 323-9869

Internet site:

http://www.dhs.ca.gov/ps/ddwem/environmental/Med_Waste/medwasteindex.htm

I am not sure how useful their "tool kit" would be for you. It does give

information on the hazards of mercury, hospital devices that contain

mercury, and case studies in hospitals which is the emphasis of the DHS

program.

Lab people at UCLA are willing to swap mercury containing items for

non-mercury items if they don't have to pay for it and there is a

replacement that works just as well.

We have begun looking into this at UCLA but have not moved beyond making a

list of all the possible mercury containing items in the labs. A few

researchers in the Chemistry Department were asked if they would swap out

their mercury containing items and the general reaction was positive. I

imagine the next list someone might make is a list of mercury free

replacement devices. We would probably need to involve researchers in this

so they could choise the replacement devices. I think if you are offering

them mercury-free devices for free, in exchange for their mercury devices,

the lab people would go for it just because it is free. Getting buy-in by

involving some of the well respected lab people in chosing the mercury free

replacement items might help convince skeptics that it is a good thing to

do.

If you can control purchase of new items by the labs then this is another

avenue to eliminating mercury containing device purchases by the labs.

Leslie Hofherr

EH&S, UCLA

-----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:gfunk@AVIRON.COM]

Sent: Thursday, February 15, 2001 12:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Mercury-Free Campaign

Greetings, Compadres -

I want to run an intensive blitz campaign of about two weeks duration to

rid my company's various sites of mercury sources.   I suspect many of you

have been involved in similar campaigns in the past - you know, the old

"give us your mercury thermometers, batteries, sphygmos, etc. and we'll

help you replace them with mercury-free alternatives."

I can have Facilities start working on replacing fluorescents with the

low-merc version but it's really the rank-and-file I need to reach.  Can

you provide me with any sources for aids in conducting such a campaign?

Any tips?  Anything you tried that worked well, or didn't work at all?  All

suggestions will be gratefully received.  Better send them to me directly

(gfunk@aviron.com) as this is most likely old info for most of this list.

Many thanks in advance for your help.

-- Glenn

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 2001 17:42:00 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mercury-Free Campaign

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Contact Ralph Stuart at:

rstuart@HAZARD.COM

I believe he recently did a similar thing and would have lots of good ideas

I am sure.

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Glenn Funk

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, February 15, 2001 1:41 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Mercury-Free Campaign

>

> Greetings, Compadres -

>

> I want to run an intensive blitz campaign of about two weeks duration to

> rid my company's various sites of mercury sources.   I suspect many of you

> have been involved in similar campaigns in the past - you know, the old

> "give us your mercury thermometers, batteries, sphygmos, etc. and we'll

> help you replace them with mercury-free alternatives."

>

> I can have Facilities start working on replacing fluorescents with the

> low-merc version but it's really the rank-and-file I need to reach.  Can

> you provide me with any sources for aids in conducting such a campaign?

> Any tips?  Anything you tried that worked well, or didn't work at all?

> All

> suggestions will be gratefully received.  Better send them to me directly

> (gfunk@aviron.com) as this is most likely old info for most of this list.

>

> Many thanks in advance for your help.

>

> -- Glenn

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 16 Feb 2001 08:50:57 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How are toxins treated by IBC?

In-Reply-To:  <3A8C487F.F500B2EA@slu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_175317393==_.ALT"

--=====================_175317393==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 03:22 PM 02/15/01 -0600, you wrote:

>I was wondering how toxins are treated by the Institutional Biosafety

>Committees of various institutions. <SNIP>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark Campbell

Depends upon ones IBC, ours have stated that toxin use is not under their

purview.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 18 Feb 2001 18:30:41 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jim Kaufman <Labsafe@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Lab Accident Inquiry

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Does anyone have information about a very serious lab explosion that occurred

in the last two weeks in a Galesburg, Illinois secondary school?  A student

may have been partially or fully blinded. ... Jim

*****************************************************

                        James A. Kaufman, Director

                      The Laboratory Safety Institute

                Safety in Science and Science Education

                  192 Worcester Road, Natick, MA 01760

          508-647-1900  Fax: 508-647-0062 labsafe@aol.com

                            http://www.labsafety.org/

LSI is a national non-profit educational organization dedicated to

making health and safety an integral and important part of science

and science education.  Free copies of our Laboratory Safety

Guidelines, seminar schedule, Publications List, AV-Lending

Library List, and membership information are available on request.

The LABSAFETY-L discussion list is a public service of LSI.

            ******************************************************
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Date:         Tue, 20 Feb 2001 13:44:15 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Smith <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Animal Carasses

In-Reply-To:  <3A84144B.6D871BD7@bms.com>
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There probably isn't any scientific reason why a medical waste

hauler wouldn't take your non-infectious animals, if they had

sufficient confidence that they were actually non-infectious.

This will vary from state to state.  In fact, I just had a long

conversation with the regulatory agency here in Michigan about

this very topic.

In Michigan,

Non-infectious dead animals are "pathological waste"

Infectious dead animals are "medical waste"

Human pathological waste is "medical waste"

But - if you treat the infectious animal waste (e.g. autoclave

it), so that it isn't infectious any more, it transubstantiates

from "medical waste" to "pathological waste".

This is primarily of interest for disposal via incineration -

since here in Michigan, there are different permits required for

pathological & medical waste.

In considering this very issue, I was asked "how would you know,

beyond *any* doubt at all, that the animals being sent off-site

are actually non-infectious?"  A valid question, if the

infectious ones are contaminated with a bio-terrorism agent.

Then the business people got concerned about pictures of dead or

dead & autoclaved animals showing up on the front page of the

paper courtesy of our friendly local chapter of PETA/ALF.  We

decided that we absolutely didn't want any dead animals from our

facility being able to get into anyone else's hands, for

business reasons, not regulatory or scientific.

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do You Yahoo!?

Get personalized email addresses from Yahoo! Mail - only $35

a year!  http://personal.mail.yahoo.com/
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Date:         Tue, 20 Feb 2001 16:09:29 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Lab Accident Inquiry
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That's great!  I am requesting all the below info!

Sam Snyder Ph.D. MPH PE

Risk Management Coordinator

Los Angeles County Office of Education

9300 East Imperial Hwy

Clark education Center

Downey, CA 90242

> ----------

> From:         Jim Kaufman[SMTP:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Sunday, February 18, 2001 5:30 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Lab Accident Inquiry

>

> Does anyone have information about a very serious lab explosion that

> occurred

> in the last two weeks in a Galesburg, Illinois secondary school?  A

> student

> may have been partially or fully blinded. ... Jim

>

> *****************************************************

>                         James A. Kaufman, Director

>                       The Laboratory Safety Institute

>                 Safety in Science and Science Education

>                   192 Worcester Road, Natick, MA 01760

>           508-647-1900  Fax: 508-647-0062 labsafe@aol.com

>                             http://www.labsafety.org/

>

> LSI is a national non-profit educational organization dedicated to

> making health and safety an integral and important part of science

> and science education.  Free copies of our Laboratory Safety

> Guidelines, seminar schedule, Publications List, AV-Lending

> Library List, and membership information are available on request.

> The LABSAFETY-L discussion list is a public service of LSI.

>

>             ******************************************************

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Heller_Jeff <Heller_Jeff@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Lab Accident Inquiry
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Thanks

Jeff

> ----------

> From:         Snyder_Sam

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Tuesday, February 20, 2001 4:09 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Lab Accident Inquiry

>

> That's great!  I am requesting all the below info!

>

> Sam Snyder Ph.D. MPH PE

> Risk Management Coordinator

> Los Angeles County Office of Education

> 9300 East Imperial Hwy

> Clark education Center

> Downey, CA 90242

>

> > ----------

> > From:         Jim Kaufman[SMTP:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

> > Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> > Sent:         Sunday, February 18, 2001 5:30 PM

> > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject:      Lab Accident Inquiry

> >

> > Does anyone have information about a very serious lab explosion that

> > occurred

> > in the last two weeks in a Galesburg, Illinois secondary school?  A

> > student

> > may have been partially or fully blinded. ... Jim

> >

> > *****************************************************

> >                         James A. Kaufman, Director

> >                       The Laboratory Safety Institute

> >                 Safety in Science and Science Education

> >                   192 Worcester Road, Natick, MA 01760

> >           508-647-1900  Fax: 508-647-0062 labsafe@aol.com

> >                             http://www.labsafety.org/

> >

> > LSI is a national non-profit educational organization dedicated to

> > making health and safety an integral and important part of science

> > and science education.  Free copies of our Laboratory Safety

> > Guidelines, seminar schedule, Publications List, AV-Lending

> > Library List, and membership information are available on request.

> > The LABSAFETY-L discussion list is a public service of LSI.

> >

> >             ******************************************************

> >

>
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From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      autoclave explosion?
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Does anyone have information about the a recent autoclave explosion

(i.e. suspected cause) at the University of Nevada Med. School.

And, while we're at it, does anyone know if manufacturers recommend a

'retirement date' for autoclaves (in the manner of centrifuge rotors).

I have never heard of such and my assumption is that autoclaves are used

until the service tech. tells the researcher they can't be fixed any

more.

Thanks for any input.

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;-752

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Paul Jennette <jpj22@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Animal Carasses

In-Reply-To:  <sa82ad90.095@osprey.smcm.edu>
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Norm,

Check with your state regulators (MDE or DOH) on the state's definition of

RMW.  Here in New York, animal carcasses known to be contaminated with

infectious agents are defined as RMW -- so there's one question to ask your

researchers.  Your RMW contractor may have a couple of options (e.g., treat

the carcasses with along with "ordinary" RMW, or segregate the carcasses so

that they may be incinerated separately.)

Norm and Lori,

Also, there may be other disposal options for your noninfectious carcasses

("pathological waste" in NY and MI) -- the operators of nearby incinerators

might be authorized to accept "outside" waste.  The cost will probably be

lower than handling it through your RMW contractor.  Noninfectious large

(i.e., farm) animal carcasses might also be accepted by a nearby renderer -

for the time being.

Elizabeth,

Does Michigan allow "regulated" waste to become "non-regulated" in any

autoclave?  Here in NY, operators of a treatment device must have a permit

from the state to transform RMW into non-regulated waste.  Unless the

treatment unit is large-scale, it just doesn't pay to get it

permitted.  Autoclaving carcasses has its own issues (regulatory approval,

odors, efficacy, etc.) and then after autoclaving, what do you do with the

carcasses?  Our regs appear similar to MI's; we were able to permit our

incinerator under the (less stringent) "pathological" regs, but are allowed

to burn infectious ("regulated ") carcasses as well.

I hope this helps.

- Paul

From: Elizabeth Smith <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject: Re: Disposal of Animal Carasses

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

There probably isn't any scientific reason why a medical waste

hauler wouldn't take your non-infectious animals, if they had

sufficient confidence that they were actually non-infectious.

This will vary from state to state. In fact, I just had a long

conversation with the regulatory agency here in Michigan about

this very topic.

In Michigan,

Non-infectious dead animals are "pathological waste"

Infectious dead animals are "medical waste"

Human pathological waste is "medical waste"

But - if you treat the infectious animal waste (e.g. autoclave

it), so that it isn't infectious any more, it transubstantiates

from "medical waste" to "pathological waste".

This is primarily of interest for disposal via incineration -

since here in Michigan, there are different permits required for

pathological & medical waste.

In considering this very issue, I was asked "how would you know,

beyond *any* doubt at all, that the animals being sent off-site

are actually non-infectious?" A valid question, if the

infectious ones are contaminated with a bio-terrorism agent.

Then the business people got concerned about pictures of dead or

dead & autoclaved animals showing up on the front page of the

paper courtesy of our friendly local chapter of PETA/ALF. We

decided that we absolutely didn't want any dead animals from our

facility being able to get into anyone else's hands, for

business reasons, not regulatory or scientific.

From: Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU>

Subject: Re: Disposal of Animal Carasses

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Our medical waste hauler takes our animal carcasses such as rabbits and

rats used in physiology lab and also the preserved cats and fetal pigs

used in anatomy labs. Most of the carcasses go into Med waste/biohazard

boxes even tho they are not biohazardous. Our med waste hauler is aware

that they are taking "non-hazardous" animal carcasses.

I would appreciate knowing it this is incorrect and if they should be

disposed of a different manner. I have not been able to find any infoon the

topic.

>Hello:

>

>Can I be directed towards regs, guidelines, BMPs, or other resources to

>determine how I sh dispose of animal carcasses?

>

>I would also like to find out what questions about the carcasses,

>diseases, chemicals, etc. to ask my bio and psych profs to be able to fit

>the disposal into the regs, etc.  This would be esp. important, I would

>think, if I can segregate them into different disposal streams.

>

>thanks

>

>Norm

>

>Physical Address:

>

>Norman Umberger, P.E.

>Compliance Officer

>Business Office

>First Floor

>Margaret Brent Hall

>(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

>

>mailing address:

>

>NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

>ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

>18952 E FISHER RD

>ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

>

>Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

>Fax: 301-862-0281

>

>email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

>

>For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 38            (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax          -3723
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@OSPREY.SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Animal Carasses
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thank you.

Norm

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor

Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

Fax: 301-862-0281

email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"

>>> Paul Jennette <jpj22@CORNELL.EDU> 02/22 9:48 AM >>>

Norm,

Check with your state regulators (MDE or DOH) on the state's definition of

RMW.  Here in New York, animal carcasses known to be contaminated with

infectious agents are defined as RMW -- so there's one question to ask =

your

researchers.  Your RMW contractor may have a couple of options (e.g., =

treat

the carcasses with along with "ordinary" RMW, or segregate the carcasses =

so

that they may be incinerated separately.)

Norm and Lori,

Also, there may be other disposal options for your noninfectious carcasses

("pathological waste" in NY and MI) -- the operators of nearby incinerators=

might be authorized to accept "outside" waste.  The cost will probably be

lower than handling it through your RMW contractor.  Noninfectious large

(i.e., farm) animal carcasses might also be accepted by a nearby renderer =

-

for the time being.

Elizabeth,

Does Michigan allow "regulated" waste to become "non-regulated" in any

autoclave?  Here in NY, operators of a treatment device must have a permit

from the state to transform RMW into non-regulated waste.  Unless the

treatment unit is large-scale, it just doesn't pay to get it

permitted.  Autoclaving carcasses has its own issues (regulatory approval,

odors, efficacy, etc.) and then after autoclaving, what do you do with the

carcasses?  Our regs appear similar to MI's; we were able to permit our

incinerator under the (less stringent) "pathological" regs, but are =

allowed

to burn infectious ("regulated ") carcasses as well.

I hope this helps.

- Paul

From: Elizabeth Smith <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject: Re: Disposal of Animal Carasses

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

There probably isn't any scientific reason why a medical waste

hauler wouldn't take your non-infectious animals, if they had

sufficient confidence that they were actually non-infectious.

This will vary from state to state. In fact, I just had a long

conversation with the regulatory agency here in Michigan about

this very topic.

In Michigan,

Non-infectious dead animals are "pathological waste"

Infectious dead animals are "medical waste"

Human pathological waste is "medical waste"

But - if you treat the infectious animal waste (e.g. autoclave

it), so that it isn't infectious any more, it transubstantiates

from "medical waste" to "pathological waste".

This is primarily of interest for disposal via incineration -

since here in Michigan, there are different permits required for

pathological & medical waste.

In considering this very issue, I was asked "how would you know,

beyond *any* doubt at all, that the animals being sent off-site

are actually non-infectious?" A valid question, if the

infectious ones are contaminated with a bio-terrorism agent.

Then the business people got concerned about pictures of dead or

dead & autoclaved animals showing up on the front page of the

paper courtesy of our friendly local chapter of PETA/ALF. We

decided that we absolutely didn't want any dead animals from our

facility being able to get into anyone else's hands, for

business reasons, not regulatory or scientific.

From: Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU>

Subject: Re: Disposal of Animal Carasses

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Our medical waste hauler takes our animal carcasses such as rabbits and

rats used in physiology lab and also the preserved cats and fetal pigs

used in anatomy labs. Most of the carcasses go into Med waste/biohazard

boxes even tho they are not biohazardous. Our med waste hauler is aware

that they are taking "non-hazardous" animal carcasses.

I would appreciate knowing it this is incorrect and if they should be

disposed of a different manner. I have not been able to find any infoon =

the

topic.

>Hello:

>

>Can I be directed towards regs, guidelines, BMPs, or other resources to

>determine how I sh dispose of animal carcasses?

>

>I would also like to find out what questions about the carcasses,

>diseases, chemicals, etc. to ask my bio and psych profs to be able to fit

>the disposal into the regs, etc.  This would be esp. important, I would

>think, if I can segregate them into different disposal streams.

>

>thanks

>

>Norm

>

>Physical Address:

>

>Norman Umberger, P.E.

>Compliance Officer

>Business Office

>First Floor

>Margaret Brent Hall

>(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

>

>mailing address:

>

>NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

>ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

>18952 E FISHER RD

>ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

>

>Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

>Fax: 301-862-0281

>

>email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

>

>For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 38            (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax          -3723
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From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Medical waste incinerators
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Good day to all:

Can any of our participants provide me information on the location, if any,

of commerical medical waste incinerators in Canada?

Thank you in advance for any assitance.

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Medical waste incinerators
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Sorry, the only Incinerator of that type I know of, is in Birmingham Alabama

> ----------

> From:         Ed Krisiunas[SMTP:EKrisiunas@AOL.COM]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, February 22, 2001 2:02 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Medical waste incinerators

>

> Good day to all:

>

> Can any of our participants provide me information on the location, if

> any,

> of commerical medical waste incinerators in Canada?

>

> Thank you in advance for any assitance.

>

> Regards,

>

>

>

> Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

> WNWN International

> PO Box 1164

> Burlington, Connecticut

> 06013

> 860-675-1217

> 860-675-1311(fax)

>

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Smith <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Animal Carasses - mea culpa & correction

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20010222090921.0269df50@postoffice2.mail.cornell.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Well, it's a small world.

I just got a message from the Michigan Medical Waste Regulatory

Director, who had it from someone in NY State's regulatory body,

who (obviously) had it from the Biosafty-list - that, what I

stated about autoclaving medical waste in our fair state ...

was wrong.

Mea culpa.

I'm now thoroughly confused.  Back to square one, calling the

med. waste reg. office back.

Obviously, when in doubt, go to the source - the local

regulatory body.  (Boy, was I surprised to get phone call from

them!)

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do You Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Auctions - Buy the things you want at great prices! http://auctions.yahoo.com/
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From:         June Angle <anglej@GLIATECH.COM>

Subject:      Hepatitis B vaccines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Hi all:

 Does anyone have any ideas about the length of protection offered by the

various Hep B vaccines (Recombivax, Heptavax B, etc)?  We have several

people who have completed the vaccine series back as far as 1989.  I heard

rumors that the heptavax formulation was supposedly giving "extended"

protection, or at least that was the hope when it came on the market.

Does anyone offer Hep B antibody titers for their employees and follow up

booster if needed?  I know that OSHA does not require this.  Any ideas on

legal issues for employers offering titers and boosters?

Thanks.

June-Marie Angle

Principal Research Associate

Pharmacology Group

Gliatech Inc.

23420 Commerce Park Road

Beachwood, OH  44122

phone:(216)831-3200

fax:(216)831-4907

anglej@gliatech.com
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From:         Don Callihan <Don_Callihan@MS.BD.COM>

Subject:      equipment decontamination
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Dear Biosafety Community:

I am in desperate need of information immediately.

What references, standards, or recommendations are there for

decontamination of equipment that has been used for Mycobacterium

tuberculosis research? I am aware of the recommendations for

decontamination of biosafety cabinets using paraformaldehyde treatment but

need the reference material that is available that would be accepted

internationally.

However, my problem does NOT involve a biosafety cabinet. Specifically, a

tube conaining a liquid culture was broken within equipment that is being

used for culture of M. tuberculosis in a country in the pacific rim region.

I need guidance on methods for decontamination that will be acceptable to a

carrier that would be shipping this equipment back to the United States.

Thanks for your collective wisdom.

Don Callihan, Ph.D., D(ABMM)

Biosafety Officer

Becton, Dickinson and Company

Sparks, MD

410.773.6684 Phone

410.773.6446 Fax
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Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines
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Actually OSHA does require titer/antibody testing of some employees now.

 Effective 12/97 OSHA says "Health care workers who have contact with

patients or blood and are at ongoing risk for injuries with sharp

instruments ro needlesticks"  These people must be tested for conversion

following the 3 shot series.

At my institution we are doing the follow up for the employees in the

Health Center who do fall under the OSHA description above, as well as

for any covered employee who cannot obtain proof of vaccination.  (Some

people are having trouble getting their records from previous employers

or grad school).
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From:         BRIAN MCSHANE <brian.mcshane@REGPHA.COM>

Subject:      Boiling to Sterilize/disinfect Human Serum

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hi,

I have been asked to come up with a time limit for the boiling of human =

serum samples in 1% SDS solution.  The serum and detergent will be placed =

in a well sealed container, probably in double sealed eppendorfs, and =

boiled in water to render them "safe" to work with.  Is anyone aware of a =

standard industry practice concerning this?   =

Brian McShane, CIH, CSP

Associate Director, EHS

Regeneron Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

777 Old Saw Mill River Road

Tarrytown, NY

Tel:914 345 7466

Fax 914 345 7544

brian.mcshane@regpha.com
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Date:         Fri, 23 Feb 2001 12:20:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stephen D'Alessandro <safesteved@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines
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We are currently only checking antibody titers at the end of the series.

I am considering having titers checked as part of medical surveillance for

employees with specific exposures.  I would then offer follow-up boosters if

needed.  As far as the length of protection, I had my series back in

1991(Recombivax)and am having a titer done on me.  I'm very interested to

see the result.

Stephen D'Alessandro

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

BioChem Pharma, Inc.

_________________________________________________________________

Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines

In-Reply-To:  <F244QQIqrfFz82buW5R0000f89f@hotmail.com>
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According to my sources, approx. 60% of people vaccinated for hep-B 10-12

years ago will test negative by the most common test methods in use today.

However, studies of subsequent disease acquisition rates apparently show no

significant differences between those testing positive today and those

testing negative.  So these individuals would appear to have a residual

population of "primed" immune cells even though their circulating antibody

levels have dropped below the test threshold.  The question that arises

next is whether an exposed individual who tests negative today but was

vaccinated a while ago is one of the 60% referred to above or one of the 5%

or so who are non-responders to the initial vaccine series.  This is

usually unknown since we started routinely testing post-vaccination

responses only in the last few years.  One way to determine this (it may be

CDC recommended protocol but I'm not sure) is to administer the first of

the vaccine doses and sero-test one month later.  If the individual is

positive at this test, the response must be amnestic (because the initial

response to the vaccine takes longer to develop) and the individual is

protected.  If negative, the series should be continued.  There is

currently no recommendation for hep-B boosters.

If anyone knows of any info that contradicts what I've said here, please

let me know.

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

=================================================================

At 12:20 PM 2/23/01 -0500, you wrote:

>We are currently only checking antibody titers at the end of the series.

>I am considering having titers checked as part of medical surveillance for

>employees with specific exposures.  I would then offer follow-up boosters if

>needed.  As far as the length of protection, I had my series back in

>1991(Recombivax)and am having a titer done on me.  I'm very interested to

>see the result.

>

>

>Stephen D'Alessandro

>Environmental Health & Safety Manager

>BioChem Pharma, Inc.

>

>_________________________________________________________________

>Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer at http://explorer.msn.com

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Debra Hunt <hunt0009@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      hepatitis B guidelines
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CDC guidelines regarding hepatitis vaccination, post-exposure work-up, serology,

etc. was published in

"Guidelines for Infection Control in Health Care Personnel, 1998". Infection

Control and Hospital Epidemiology, 1998; 19:407-63.   or

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/GUIDE/infectcont98.html

This should answer most of your questions.

Debra L. Hunt, DrPH, CBSP

Director, Biological Safety

Duke University / Duke University Health Systems

Durham, NC  27710

919-684-8822

hunt0009@mc.duke.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cheri Marcham <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines
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You said:

-----Original Message-----

From: Lori Keen [mailto:keel@CALVIN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2001 10:01 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Hepatitis B vaccines

Actually OSHA does require titer/antibody testing of some employees now.

>snip

_______________________

No, OSHA doesn't say anything about titer/antibody testing, but CDC does.

See

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/diseases/hepatitis/b/v40rr13.htm#part8

"Persons who have been vaccinated intradermally should be tested for

anti-HBs. Those with an inadequate response (anti-HBs <10 mIU/ mL) should be

revaccinated with three full doses of vaccine administered intramuscularly."

The original question asked about boosters, to which CDC says, "Booster

doses of hepatitis B vaccine have not been recommended because of the

persistence of protective efficacy 9 years after vaccination." (same above

link)

At our facility, we have incorporated the titer after the last shot for

employees receiving the series now, but we are not going back and titering

employees who were given the vaccine before CDC recommended the titer.

However, if the employee has an exposure, had been given the vaccine but not

been titered, a titer will be performed post-exposure to determine the

course of treatment.  This is also discussed on the link above.

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Lori Keen [mailto:keel@CALVIN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2001 10:01 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Hepatitis B vaccines

Actually OSHA does require titer/antibody testing of some employees now.

 Effective 12/97 OSHA says "Health care workers who have contact with

patients or blood and are at ongoing risk for injuries with sharp

instruments ro needlesticks"  These people must be tested for conversion

following the 3 shot series.

At my institution we are doing the follow up for the employees in the

Health Center who do fall under the OSHA description above, as well as

for any covered employee who cannot obtain proof of vaccination.  (Some

people are having trouble getting their records from previous employers

or grad school).
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Date:         Fri, 23 Feb 2001 13:24:08 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Laemmerhirt <Michael.Laemmerhirt@AVENTIS.COM>

Subject:      Re: hepatitis B guidelines
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A clarification:

The hyperlink, http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/GUIDE/infectcont98.html

<http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/GUIDE/infectcont98.html>  no longer exists.

The CDC guidelines can be found at::

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/GUIDE/InfectControl98.pdf

<http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/GUIDE/InfectControl98.pdf>

Michael K. Laemmerhirt

Aventis Pharmaceuticals Inc.

US DI&A Environment Health Safety

Route 202-206

P.O. Box 6800

Bridgewater, NJ 08807

Phone:  908-231-5872

Fax:    908-231-3736

Email:  michael.laemmerhirt@aventis.com

-----Original Message-----

From:   Debra Hunt [mailto:hunt0009@MC.DUKE.EDU]

Sent:   Friday, February 23, 2001 1:43 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        hepatitis B guidelines

CDC guidelines regarding hepatitis vaccination, post-exposure work-up,

serology,

etc. was published in

"Guidelines for Infection Control in Health Care Personnel, 1998". Infection

Control and Hospital Epidemiology, 1998; 19:407-63.   or

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/GUIDE/infectcont98.html

This should answer most of your questions.

Debra L. Hunt, DrPH, CBSP

Director, Biological Safety

Duke University / Duke University Health Systems

Durham, NC  27710

919-684-8822

hunt0009@mc.duke.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michelle DeStefano <destefam@CNYRC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Boiling to Sterilize/disinfect Human Serum

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Hi Brian,

I know that this is not exactly the same scenerio, but it is an acceptable

practice to boil tuberculosis for 15 min to render it not infectious (common

practice for DNA extraction, lots of citations in the literature).  Since

the SDS will help permeate cell walls etc of the potentially present

infectious organisms, I would think that the application should be the same.

Regards,

Michelle

At 11:09 AM 2/23/2001 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi,

>

>I have been asked to come up with a time limit for the boiling of human

serum samples in 1% SDS solution.  The serum and detergent will be placed in

a well sealed container, probably in double sealed eppendorfs, and boiled in

water to render them "safe" to work with.  Is anyone aware of a standard

industry practice concerning this?

>Brian McShane, CIH, CSP

>Associate Director, EHS

>Regeneron Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

>777 Old Saw Mill River Road

>Tarrytown, NY

>Tel:914 345 7466

>Fax 914 345 7544

>brian.mcshane@regpha.com

>

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 477-4597

fax: (315) 476-5348
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Date:         Fri, 23 Feb 2001 15:46:07 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michelle DeStefano <destefam@CNYRC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: equipment decontamination
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Dear Don,

Penny Holeman from Johnson & Johnson gave a talk at the last ABSA conference

on domestic shipping guidelines for contaminated healthcare product returns,

so she might be able to point you in the right direction.  I believe that

they had worked with FED Ex to develop a program.  Hope that this helps!

Regards,

Michelle

At 10:45 AM 2/23/2001 -0500, you wrote:

>Dear Biosafety Community:

>

>I am in desperate need of information immediately.

>

>What references, standards, or recommendations are there for

>decontamination of equipment that has been used for Mycobacterium

>tuberculosis research? I am aware of the recommendations for

>decontamination of biosafety cabinets using paraformaldehyde treatment but

>need the reference material that is available that would be accepted

>internationally.

>

>However, my problem does NOT involve a biosafety cabinet. Specifically, a

>tube conaining a liquid culture was broken within equipment that is being

>used for culture of M. tuberculosis in a country in the pacific rim region.

>I need guidance on methods for decontamination that will be acceptable to a

>carrier that would be shipping this equipment back to the United States.

>

>Thanks for your collective wisdom.

>

>Don Callihan, Ph.D., D(ABMM)

>Biosafety Officer

>Becton, Dickinson and Company

>Sparks, MD

>410.773.6684 Phone

>410.773.6446 Fax

>

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 477-4597

fax: (315) 476-5348
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Date:         Fri, 23 Feb 2001 16:23:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines
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You are correct - it is CDC that recommends the titer testing of HCW's.

However, it is my understanding that while the CDC may recommend, OSHA

chooses to enforce (and fine) some CDC recommendations, this being one

of them.
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Date:         Fri, 23 Feb 2001 16:38:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@OSPREY.SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines
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would they use the "general duty clause?"

what would be other CDC recs that might be OSHA concerns?

Norm

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor

Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

Fax: 301-862-0281

email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"

>>> Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU> 02/23 4:23 PM >>>

You are correct - it is CDC that recommends the titer testing of HCW's.

However, it is my understanding that while the CDC may recommend, OSHA

chooses to enforce (and fine) some CDC recommendations, this being one

of them.
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Date:         Fri, 23 Feb 2001 12:38:10 -0900

Reply-To:     anglt@uaa.alaska.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         TRIG <anglt@UAA.ALASKA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines

In-Reply-To:  <sa968e9f.054@GWISE.calvin.edu>
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Hello everyone,

It is my understanding that with the most recent re-write of the BBP code,

CDC recommendations have virtually been incorporated into the code. It

appears that the BBP code is now a "living code" that will evolve with new

research findings and not require the traditional technocrat tweaking. This

is not unusual for OSHA codes as most of them constantly refer to industry

standards and prudent practices.

Trig

University of Alaska Anchorage

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Lori Keen

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2001 12:24 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Hepatitis B vaccines

You are correct - it is CDC that recommends the titer testing of HCW's.

However, it is my understanding that while the CDC may recommend, OSHA

chooses to enforce (and fine) some CDC recommendations, this being one

of them.
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Date:         Sun, 25 Feb 2001 10:27:23 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jim Kaufman <Labsafe@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Lab Fatality Reports Requested
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The Laboratory Safety Institute compiles and publishes accounts of laboratory

accidents.  Many occur that we never hear about (and, unfortunately, can

never learn from).  We need your help in discovering unreported and forgotten

incidents.

If you recall a laboratory accident that resulted in a fatality, we would

appreciate receiving information about the incident.  If it's not yet

included in LSI's publication, "Seventy Years of Progress," we'll send you

the electronic version of the publication to say thank you for sharing the

information.

Thanks, ... Jim

            *****************************************************

                        James A. Kaufman, Director

                      The Laboratory Safety Institute

                Safety in Science and Science Education

                 192 Worcester Road, Natick, MA 01760

         508-647-1900  Fax: 508-647-0062  Cell: 508-574-6264

     Email: labsafe@aol.com  Web Site: http://www.labsafety.org/

                ******************************************************
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines
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OSHA can not use the general duty clause ("5a1") to "strengthen" or make

more stringent, existing standards. They would have to use the BBP

standard, and cite the paragraph that states that "if a routine booster

dose of hep B vaccine is recommended by the USPHS at a future date, such

boosterr doses shall be made available.." [1910.1030(f)(2)(v)] or

(f)(3)(iv) that talks abt post exposure prophylaxis as recommended by

USPHS.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    Norman Umberger

                    <numberger@OSPREY        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    .SMCM.EDU>               cc:

                    Sent by: A               Subject:     Re: Hepatitis B vaccines

                    Biosafety

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.

                    MIT.EDU>

                    02/23/2001 04:38

                    PM

                    Please respond to

                    A Biosafety

                    Discussion List

would they use the "general duty clause?"

what would be other CDC recs that might be OSHA concerns?

Norm

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor

Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

Fax: 301-862-0281

email: NUMBerger@osprey.smcm.edu

For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"

>>> Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU> 02/23 4:23 PM >>>

You are correct - it is CDC that recommends the titer testing of HCW's.

However, it is my understanding that while the CDC may recommend, OSHA

chooses to enforce (and fine) some CDC recommendations, this being one

of them.
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Date:         Mon, 26 Feb 2001 08:44:51 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Shawler <dshawler@SKCC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines
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I have anecdotal evidence concerning HBV vaccine.  I was immunized in 1987

or 1988 (my memory doesn't go that far back).  I still had a positive titer

as of last February.  I just had my blood drawn for a retest last week and

plan to do this each year until I have a negative titer.

On the other hand, a coworker who was immunized at the same time had a

negative titer by 1992.  He seroconverted to positive following a second

round of vaccination.

We offer, and encourage, titer testing on all workers who are more than 7

years out from their immunization.  Anyone with a negative titer is offered

the vaccine series again.

Dan Shawler

Safety Officer

Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center
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Date:         Mon, 26 Feb 2001 13:01:12 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         June Angle <anglej@GLIATECH.COM>

Subject:      Re: hepatitis B vaccine
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If you have a negative Hep B titer, do you have to repeat the entire 3 dose

series or is there a single dose booster involved?  I've heard both.

Thanks

June-Marie Angle

Principal Research Associate

Pharmacology Group

Gliatech Inc.

23420 Commerce Park Road

Beachwood, OH  44122

phone:(216)831-3200

fax:(216)831-4907

anglej@gliatech.com
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Date:         Mon, 26 Feb 2001 12:40:51 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Karen Ruhl <karenr@CHUGAIBIO.COM>

Subject:      Re: hepatitis B vaccine

In-Reply-To:  <EDA23054FDC0D1119842006008CEAB489FBDD7@gliatechusa1.gliate

              ch.com>
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June:

After the initial 3 series, and a negative titer, our medical provider

boosts, tests one month after the booster- boosts, tests one month after

the booster, up to three total.  The interval between the 4th, 5th and 6th

shots is the same as for the original series (initial, one month, six months).

I don't know if there is a single booster available or not.

Hope that helps.

Karen

At 01:01 PM 2/26/01 -0500, you wrote:

>If you have a negative Hep B titer, do you have to repeat the entire 3 dose

>series or is there a single dose booster involved?  I've heard both.

>Thanks

>

>June-Marie Angle

>Principal Research Associate

>Pharmacology Group

>Gliatech Inc.

>23420 Commerce Park Road

>Beachwood, OH  44122

>phone:(216)831-3200

>fax:(216)831-4907

>anglej@gliatech.com
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Hep vaccine non-responders
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The CDC recommendation is to give a new "series" if the person does not =

respond to the first vaccination series.  If they do not respond to the =

second vaccination series, they are considered non-responders.  There is =

NO booster for Hep vaccine. 

John H. Keene, Dr. P.H., CBSP (ABSA)

Biohaztec Associates, Inc.

924 Castle Hollow Road

Midlothian, VA 23113
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Date:         Mon, 26 Feb 2001 15:44:44 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Hanley <Bruce.Hanley@EHS.UCSB.EDU>

Subject:      Biological Toxins

In-Reply-To:  <005e01c0a046$5a98eba0$4756accf@hdq0c>
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Hello everyone.  I have a researcher who is disposing of a small amount

of cholera toxin and some conotoxin.  I think they're both peptides and

would denature easily in a strong base a la bot tox, but I don't want

to guess at this.  Does anyone have knowledge of appropriate

denaturation techniques for either or both of these?

Thanks for any assistance.

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

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barbara Owen <barbara.owen@BMS.COM>

Organization: Bristol-Myers Squibb

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines
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Check OSHA Bloodborne Pathogen compliance directive- this OSHA document mentions

titer/ab testing for Hep B requirements via referral to CDC Guidelines.  The URL

is as follows:

http://www.osha-slc.gov/OshDoc/Directive_data/CPL_2-2_44D.html  (look at section

XIII)

Paragraph (f)(1)(ii)(D). This paragraph takes into consideration the

                                   changing nature of medical treatment relating

to Hepatitis B. The CDC is the U.S.

                                   Public Health Service (USPHS) agency

responsible for issuing guidelines and

                                   making recommendations regarding infectious

agents. OSHA requires use of the

                                   CDC guidelines current at the time of the

evaluation or procedure. Copies of the

                                   current guidelines and other CDC documents

can be obtained on CDC's web site,

                                   http://www.cdc.gov. The hepatitis B

vaccination must be given in the

                                   standard dose and through the standard route

of administration as recommended

                                   in the USPHS/CDC guidelines. The most current

CDC guideline regarding

                                   Hepatitis B is Immunization of Health-Care

Workers:

                                   Recommendations of ACIP and HICPAC in Vol.

46, No RR-18,

                                   published in the 12/26/1997 MMWR. (See

Appendix C for the web site address)

                                   It recommends that employees who have ongoing

contact with patients or blood

                                   and are at on going risk for injuries with

sharp instruments or needlesticks be

                                   tested for antibody to Hepatitis B surface

antigen, one to two months after the

                                   completion of the three-dose vaccination

series. Employees who do not respond

                                   to the primary vaccination series must be

revaccinated with a second three-dose

                                   vaccine series and retested. Non-responders

must be medically evaluated.

Barbara Owen

BMS

Cheri Marcham wrote:

> You said:

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Lori Keen [mailto:keel@CALVIN.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, February 23, 2001 10:01 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Hepatitis B vaccines

>

> Actually OSHA does require titer/antibody testing of some employees now.

> >snip

> _______________________

> No, OSHA doesn't say anything about titer/antibody testing, but CDC does.

> See

> http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/diseases/hepatitis/b/v40rr13.htm#part8

> "Persons who have been vaccinated intradermally should be tested for

> anti-HBs. Those with an inadequate response (anti-HBs <10 mIU/ mL) should be

> revaccinated with three full doses of vaccine administered intramuscularly."

>

> The original question asked about boosters, to which CDC says, "Booster

> doses of hepatitis B vaccine have not been recommended because of the

> persistence of protective efficacy 9 years after vaccination." (same above

> link)

>

> At our facility, we have incorporated the titer after the last shot for

> employees receiving the series now, but we are not going back and titering

> employees who were given the vaccine before CDC recommended the titer.

> However, if the employee has an exposure, had been given the vaccine but not

> been titered, a titer will be performed post-exposure to determine the

> course of treatment.  This is also discussed on the link above.

>

> Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

> Environmental Health and Safety Officer

> The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

> P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

> Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

> 405/271-3000

> FAX 405/271-1606

> cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Lori Keen [mailto:keel@CALVIN.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, February 23, 2001 10:01 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Hepatitis B vaccines

>

> Actually OSHA does require titer/antibody testing of some employees now.

>  Effective 12/97 OSHA says "Health care workers who have contact with

> patients or blood and are at ongoing risk for injuries with sharp

> instruments ro needlesticks"  These people must be tested for conversion

> following the 3 shot series.

> At my institution we are doing the follow up for the employees in the

> Health Center who do fall under the OSHA description above, as well as

> for any covered employee who cannot obtain proof of vaccination.  (Some

> people are having trouble getting their records from previous employers

> or grad school).
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jim Kaufman <Labsafe@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Fatality Report
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I received the following summary.  Can anyone add more details and recall the

year this happened?   ... Jim

<<  When I was in graduate school I was making bromo derivatives of a carbinol

of norbornene.  Dr. Bruce Rickborn (UCSB) warned me that at UCLA in the labs

of Saul Winstein (1950's or 60's) they had been making the tetrabromo

norbornane from the norbornadiene.  A large sample of the tetrabromo was

spilled and several people were exposed.  Most of them subsequently died. >>

            *****************************************************

                        James A. Kaufman, Director

                      The Laboratory Safety Institute

                Safety in Science and Science Education

                 192 Worcester Road, Natick, MA 01760

         508-647-1900  Fax: 508-647-0062  Cell: 508-574-6264

     Email: labsafe@aol.com  Web Site: http://www.labsafety.org/

                ******************************************************
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gill Norton <gmnorton@UWO.CA>

Organization: University of Western Ontario

Subject:      Post-exposure prophylaxis for primate bites
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Does anyone have a web site reference or other references for the most

recent recomendation for first-aid treatment and then medical

post-exposure treatment for bites or scratches from macaque monkeys? I

have documentation from the CDC in 1991 and think there must be  a more

recent recommnedation than that. Thanks

Gillian

--

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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Date:         Tue, 27 Feb 2001 17:02:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Post-exposure prophylaxis for primate bites
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The Occupational Health Services here cited the following reference in our

Occ Health policy:

Holmes, GP, Chapman, LE, Steward JA, et. al. Guidelines for the prevention

and treatment of B-virus infections in Exposed Persons. Clinical Infectious

Diseases 1995: 20:421-39.

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Gill Norton [SMTP:gmnorton@UWO.CA]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 27, 2001 11:38 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Post-exposure prophylaxis for primate bites

>

> Does anyone have a web site reference or other references for the most

> recent recomendation for first-aid treatment and then medical

> post-exposure treatment for bites or scratches from macaque monkeys? I

> have documentation from the CDC in 1991 and think there must be  a more

> recent recommnedation than that. Thanks

>

> Gillian

> --

> ------------------------------------------------------------------

> Gillian Norton

> Biosafety Officer

> The University of Western Ontario

> Occupational Health and Safety

> Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

> Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

> FAX:   (519)661-3420

> -------------------------------------------------------------------
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Melinda young <melinday@BART.RPRC.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Post-exposure prophylaxis for primate bites
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The 1995  Guidelines are still considered current as far as I know. 

For those that are interested here is my list of references.

Melinda Young

Links to additional information on B virus

National B virus Laboratory

http://www.gsu.edu/~wwwvir/

Agent summary from CDC's Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical =

Laboratories

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/bmbl4s7f.htm#Agent:

Then click on Herpes virus simiae (Cercopithecine herpesvirus [CHV-1], =

B-virus)

Agent Summary(MSDS) from Health Canada

http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/hpb/lcdc/biosafty/msds/msds81e.html

CDC's Guidelines for Prevention of Herpesvirus Simiae (B Virus) Infection =

in

      Monkey Handlers MMWR 36(41);680-682,687-689  Publication date: =

10/23/1987

http://www.cdc.gov/epo/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/00015936.htm

v CDC's Interim Recommendations for Worker Protection December 18, 1998 / =

MMWR 47(49);1073-6,1083

http://www.cdc.gov/epo/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/00056008.htm

v NIOSH's Hazard ID Fact Sheets

http://www.cdc.gov/niosh/hid5.html

 Historical Record of reported occupational exposure to B virus

v December 18, 1998 1 case in Georgia

http://www.cdc.gov/epo/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/00056008.htm

v July 07, 1989-2 cases in Michigan

http://www.cdc.gov/epo/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/00000920.htm

v October 23, 1987-4 cases in Florida

http://www.cdc.gov/epo/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/00000920.htm

Printed References

B Virus Working Group. 1988. Guidelines for prevention of Herpesvirus =

simiae (B virus) infection in monkey handlers. J. Med. Primatol. =

17:77-83.

Holmes, G.P., L.E. Chapman, J.A. Stewart, et al. 1995. Guidelines for the =

prevention and treatment of B-virus infections in exposed persons. Clin. =

Infect. Dis. 20:421-439.

Palmer, A.E. 1987. B virus, Herpesvirus simiae: historical perspective. J. =

Med. Primatol. 16:99-130.

Weigler, B.J. 1992. Biology of B virus in macaque and human hosts: a =

review. Clin. Infect. Dis. 14:555-567.

Weigler, B.J., D.W. Hird, J.K. Hilliard, et al. 1993. Epidemiology of =

cercopithecine herpesvirus 1 (B virus) infection and shedding in a large =

breeding cohort of rhesus macaques. J. Infect. Dis. 167:257-263.

Whitley, R.J. 1990. Cercopithecine herpes virus 1 (B virus). In: Fields, =

B.N., and D.M. Knipe, eds. Fields virology, 2nd ed. Vol 2, pp. 2063-2075. =

New York:Raven Press.

Melinda Young

Health & Safety Coordinator

Regional Primate Research Center

Box 357330

Phone: 206-543-8686

Fax:     206-685-0305

melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu

biosafe@u.washington.edu
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Date:         Wed, 28 Feb 2001 12:09:14 +1100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Lloyd-Jones <david.lloyd-jones@UTS.EDU.AU>

Organization: UTS

Subject:      Risk of botulin formation
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G'Day all,

Does anyone have knowledge regarding risk of botulin toxin formation?

A project just commencing at our university involves burying pork fat in

various soil types, under a range of conditions (including warm and

moist) for 10 months. The soils are contained in small barrels, with an

airlock to maintain an anaerobic environment. The purpose of the project

is to investigate the formation of adipocere.

I am concerned that there is a risk of clostridium botulinum growing

under these conditions, but since I lack expertise in this area, find it

difficult to assess the risk of possible toxin production.

I would very much appreciate any input. Thank you.

regards,

--

 David Lloyd-Jones:

Environment, Health & Safety

University of Technology, Sydney

PO Box 123, Broadway, NSW,  2007

http://www.ehs.uts.edu.au/

voice 61 2 9514 1063    fax 61 2 9514 1327
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Date:         Wed, 28 Feb 2001 08:20:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Risk of botulin formation
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Contact the ESH folks at Brookhaven National Lab, a DOE facility on Long

Island, (www.bnl.gov) The lab is conducting work w/ bot tox.  They were

recently cited by the DOE for not documenting all of the safety steps of an

experiment, and have upgraded all of their work practices with bot tox.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    David Lloyd-Jones

                    <david.lloyd-jones@U        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    TS.EDU.AU>                  cc:

                    Sent by: A Biosafety        Subject:     Risk of botulin formation

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT

                    .EDU>

                    02/27/2001 08:09 PM

                    Please respond to A

                    Biosafety Discussion

                    List

G'Day all,

Does anyone have knowledge regarding risk of botulin toxin formation?

A project just commencing at our university involves burying pork fat in

various soil types, under a range of conditions (including warm and

moist) for 10 months. The soils are contained in small barrels, with an

airlock to maintain an anaerobic environment. The purpose of the project

is to investigate the formation of adipocere.

I am concerned that there is a risk of clostridium botulinum growing

under these conditions, but since I lack expertise in this area, find it

difficult to assess the risk of possible toxin production.

I would very much appreciate any input. Thank you.

regards,

--

 David Lloyd-Jones:

Environment, Health & Safety

University of Technology, Sydney

PO Box 123, Broadway, NSW,  2007

http://www.ehs.uts.edu.au/

voice 61 2 9514 1063    fax 61 2 9514 1327
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Date:         Wed, 28 Feb 2001 08:33:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Bernholc, Nicole M" <bernholc@BNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Risk of botulin formation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The experimenter at  Brookhaven National Laboratory is Subramanyam

Swaminathan.  He may be able to help.

To put this into perspective, Mr. Swaminathan is working under biosafety

level II facility to prepare Botulism crystals which followed and met all

required safety precautions. It is my understanding that the crystals are an

extract.  The issue of concern was that when the crystals were transfered to

another facility on site (NSLS) where the crystals were exposed to a a

synchrotron light source (ir source).  The table was moved to a more secure

area so that in the event of a loss of a crystal, the area would be more

isolated.

-----Original Message-----

From: Kim Auletta [mailto:kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 28, 2001 8:20 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Risk of botulin formation

Contact the ESH folks at Brookhaven National Lab, a DOE facility on Long

Island, (www.bnl.gov) The lab is conducting work w/ bot tox.  They were

recently cited by the DOE for not documenting all of the safety steps of an

experiment, and have upgraded all of their work practices with bot tox.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    David Lloyd-Jones

                    <david.lloyd-jones@U        To:

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    TS.EDU.AU>                  cc:

                    Sent by: A Biosafety        Subject:     Risk of botulin

formation

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT

                    .EDU>

                    02/27/2001 08:09 PM

                    Please respond to A

                    Biosafety Discussion

                    List

G'Day all,

Does anyone have knowledge regarding risk of botulin toxin formation?

A project just commencing at our university involves burying pork fat in

various soil types, under a range of conditions (including warm and

moist) for 10 months. The soils are contained in small barrels, with an

airlock to maintain an anaerobic environment. The purpose of the project

is to investigate the formation of adipocere.

I am concerned that there is a risk of clostridium botulinum growing

under these conditions, but since I lack expertise in this area, find it

difficult to assess the risk of possible toxin production.

I would very much appreciate any input. Thank you.

regards,

--

 David Lloyd-Jones:

Environment, Health & Safety

University of Technology, Sydney

PO Box 123, Broadway, NSW,  2007

http://www.ehs.uts.edu.au/

voice 61 2 9514 1063    fax 61 2 9514 1327
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Roland Leitner <rleitner@UCALGARY.CA>

Organization: University of Calgary

Subject:      Warning: UV Lamps Producing Ozone
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Dear colleagues,

recently two of our researchers purchased UV lamps for their BiosAfety

Cabinets from a supplier in Calgary. After receiving odour concerns from

both laboratories I started to suspect those UV lamps as the sources of

ozone.

I tested with Draeger Ozone 0.05/b (67 33 181) test tubes that provide

immediate feedback.

I first drew a sample of air from the Biosafety Cabinet (in which the UV

lamp is installed) with a regular germicidal UV lamp turned on since

the morning. This UV lamp was purchased and installed to replace the

suspected ozone-producing UV lamp. The resulting value for ozone was

below 0.05 ppm.

I then installed the suspected ozone-producing UV lamp (G36T6VH/GB,

30110. "STER-L-RAY" germicidal lamp made by Atlantic Ultraviolet Corp,

NY.), and repeated the test 15 minutes after I turned the lamp on.

The resulting value was in excess of 1.4 ppm ozone, the maximum

detectable value of the test tubes.

The maximum 8 hour occupational exposure limit in Alberta is 0.2 ppm,

and the 15 minute short term exposure limit (STEL) for ozone  is 0.3

ppm.

This is the first time in about 16 years I have come across this

problem.

Roland

--

Roland Leitner

Biosafety / Laboratory Safety Officer

Safety Services

University of Calgary

2500 University Drive N.W.

Calgary, AB T2N 1N4

Ph:220-4612 Fax:284-1332
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gill Norton <gmnorton@UWO.CA>

Organization: University of Western Ontario

Subject:      What a help!
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Many thanks to all of you who reposnded to my query about the most

recent post-exposure treatment of primate bites. You all are a

wonderful resource!

Gillian

--

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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Date:         Thu, 1 Mar 2001 12:44:58 +0100

Reply-To:     e.hagelen@azu.nl

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "E.M.M.Hagelen" <e.hagelen@AZU.NL>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B vaccines

In-Reply-To:  <EDA23054FDC0D1119842006008CEAB489FBDCF@gliatechusa1.gliatech.com>
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Dear June-Marie Angle and others,

You wrote:  Does anyone have any ideas about the length of

protection offered by  the various Hep B vaccines (Recombivax,

Heptavax B, etc)? etc..

* See (The Lancet: vol 355, February 12, 2000) the article "Are

booster immunisations needed for lifelong hepatitis B immunity?"

from the European Consensus Group on Hepatitis B Immunity.

Some of the conclusions: "To date there are no data to support the

need for booster doses of HB vaccine in immunocompetent

individuals who have responded to a primary course. Memory

seems to last fot at least 15 years in immunicompetent individuals"

Regards,

@win

E.M.M. Hagelen

occupational hygienist

University Medical Center

P.O.Box 85500

3508 GA Utrecht

The Netherlands

e.hagelen@azu.nl

tel. +31 30 2509091

fax. +31 30 2541770
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Date:         Thu, 1 Mar 2001 10:50:33 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cheri Marcham <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      proper autoclave procedures
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Ok group - apparently I need to get back to basics and provide "autoclaving

101" training to our research techs.  We have recently had numerous problems

with new autoclaves and it appears it is the result of lack of proper

operator training.  What's out there that can provide basic training on how

to load/not load, how to prevent boil over, how to check sterilization

(spore strips/tape - when to use and what it means and doesn't mean), how

long, what temp, why you shouldn't "abort" the system to hurry it up, etc. ?

We had the manufacturer come and provide training for our current users and

he had a tape, but it was mostly on how the buttons and knobs worked.

Help?

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: proper autoclave procedures
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There are some general safety concerns about autoclaves in general. Everyone

who uses one should know how they work. One should also be able to gain

specific information from the manufacturer of  a particular autoclave. That

is the most important information. I would check again with the manufacturer

to see if they do not have some general information on the hazards and

operational practices to be used when using a particular autoclave.

Our new Biosafety Course will have a generic segment on autoclave safety.

But the emphasis will be on users knowing their particular equipment.

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Cheri Marcham

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, March 1, 2001 9:50 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      proper autoclave procedures

>

> Ok group - apparently I need to get back to basics and provide

> "autoclaving

> 101" training to our research techs.  We have recently had numerous

> problems

> with new autoclaves and it appears it is the result of lack of proper

> operator training.  What's out there that can provide basic training on

> how

> to load/not load, how to prevent boil over, how to check sterilization

> (spore strips/tape - when to use and what it means and doesn't mean), how

> long, what temp, why you shouldn't "abort" the system to hurry it up, etc.

> ?

>

>

> We had the manufacturer come and provide training for our current users

> and

> he had a tape, but it was mostly on how the buttons and knobs worked.

>

> Help?

>

> Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

> Environmental Health and Safety Officer

> The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

> P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

> Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

> 405/271-3000

> FAX 405/271-1606

> cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: proper autoclave procedures
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I'm a big proponent of having documented on-the-job training for anyone

working within a lab.  Even down to how to run the equipment properly.  =

In many of our labs we see work-study students from the undergrad =

campus

working at cleaning glassware, autoclaving and packaging the infectious

waste and other types of "chores" They are only here part-time and not

treated as a full-fledge member of the lab staff.  And even with =

post-docs

it is as important to introduce them to the concept of SOPs for =

equipment as

well as experimental procedures they will perform.

I also see a lack of manufacturer's operating manuals in general when I

visit the labs.  The equipment may have been around so long that those

documents have long since been put away, somewhere far away.  I believe

those are just as important as the MSDS, and the experimental =

procedures

notebooks and related reference materials in the lab.  They should be =

out in

the open and easily retrievable.

It does require diligence on the part of all the participants.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave.

Denver, CO 80262

Phone:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026
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Hi Cheri,

Here is what we have about autoclave safety in our Biosafety Manual.

1.1  Autoclave Safety

    You must be trained on the job to operate an autoclave properly and safely.

    The physical hazards involve heat, steam and pressure.  The biological

    hazards involve potential exposure to viable human pathogens.  Review the

    operational and safety instructions found in the manufacturer's operating

    manual. Important safety practices follow:

--0__=TKLMitg0H540HXKCHlM39HmaLYoPyNJtHupSZrQ6peherY6EvSyCGLDs

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1
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=B7    Load the autoclave properly as per the manufacturer recommendati=

ons.

=B7    Be sure to clean the drain strainer before loading the autoclave=

.

=B7    Before loading containers of liquids into the autoclave, the cap=

s must be

loosened to avoid having the bottles shatter during pressurization.

=B7    Use a tray with a solid bottom and walls to contain the bottles =

and catch

any spills. Add a quarter to a half - inch of water so the bottles will=

 heat

more evenly.

=B7    Don't load non-autoclavable plastic materials.

=B7    Place individual glassware pieces inside a heat resistant plasti=

c tray that

sits on a shelf or rack. Never place glassware directly on the bottom o=

r floor

of the autoclave.

=B7    Make sure the door of the autoclave is fully closed and the corr=

ect cycle

has been selected before starting the cycle.

=B7    Wear heat-resistant gloves when first opening the door after a r=

un.

=B7    After the completion of a run slightly crack open the door. Wait=

 a full

five minutes if the autoclave load contains only dry glassware, and no =

less than

ten minutes when you are autoclaving liquids before removing the items.=

=B7    When removing items from the autoclave, always wear a rubber apr=

on in

addition to rubber sleeve protectors, heat resistant mitts and a face s=

hield.

=B7    Remove the load and let the glassware cool for 15 minutes before=

 touching

it with ungloved hands.

=B7    With liquid loads be alert for a bottle still bubbling. Let liqu=

id loads

stand in an out-of-the-way place for a full hour before touching with u=

ngloved

hands.  Scalding liquids can cause serious harm.

1.1.1     Testing Autoclaves for Effectiveness

     Autoclaves used for kill loads or clean glassware sterilizing cycl=

es,

     should be routinely tested once per month for killing effectivenes=

s.  The

     most common way of doing this is with spore strips (usually Bacill=

us

     stearothermophilus).  The strips are placed in the center of a typ=

ical load

     and then removed and incubated after the cycle is completed. Here =

are a

     couple tricks for removing the strips from biohazard bags with out=

 exposing

     yourself to the bag's contents.

=B7    You can place the fresh strips inside a bag that has already bee=

n through a

"kill-load" sterilizing cycle for the test. Repeat the same sterilizati=

on

procedure exactly. Then remove the strips for incubation.

=B7    Place the fresh spore strips inside of a glass screw cap tube. T=

ie a string

around the neck of the tube.  Bury the tube in the center of the load a=

s you

build it. Thread the string out of the top of the bag before you tie it=

 with

autoclave tape. After the kill cycle is completed, open the bag and pul=

l on the

string to retrieve the spore strip for incubation.

    If you can detect growth on the spore strips you may want to first =

try

    increasing the run time.  If growth still occurs with run times of =

45

    minutes or more your autoclave may need maintenance and repair.

Cheri Marcham <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU> on 03/01/2001 10:50:33 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>=

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

Subject:  proper autoclave procedures

=
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Ok group - apparently I need to get back to basics and provide "autoclaving

101" training to our research techs.  We have recently had numerous problems

with new autoclaves and it appears it is the result of lack of proper

operator training.  What's out there that can provide basic training on how

to load/not load, how to prevent boil over, how to check sterilization

(spore strips/tape - when to use and what it means and doesn't mean), how

long, what temp, why you shouldn't "abort" the system to hurry it up, etc. ?

We had the manufacturer come and provide training for our current users and

he had a tape, but it was mostly on how the buttons and knobs worked.

Help?

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

--0__=TKLMitg0H540HXKCHlM39HmaLYoPyNJtHupSZrQ6peherY6EvSyCGLDs--
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Hey this is good stuff.  Can I burgle this?:)

Bob

>Hi Cheri,

>Here is what we have about autoclave safety in our Biosafety Manual.

>1.1  Autoclave Safety

>    You must be trained on the job to operate an autoclave properly and

>safely.

>    The physical hazards involve heat, steam and pressure.  The biological

>    hazards involve potential exposure to viable human pathogens.  Review t=

he

>    operational and safety instructions found in the manufacturer's operati=

ng

>    manual. Important safety practices follow:

>

>

>=B7    Load the autoclave properly as per the manufacturer recommendations.

>=B7    Be sure to clean the drain strainer before loading the autoclave.

>=B7    Before loading containers of liquids into the autoclave, the caps=

 must be

>loosened to avoid having the bottles shatter during pressurization.

>=B7    Use a tray with a solid bottom and walls to contain the bottles and =

catch

>any spills. Add a quarter to a half - inch of water so the bottles will hea=

t

>more evenly.

>=B7    Don't load non-autoclavable plastic materials.

>=B7    Place individual glassware pieces inside a heat resistant plastic

>tray that

>sits on a shelf or rack. Never place glassware directly on the bottom or fl=

oor

>of the autoclave.

>=B7    Make sure the door of the autoclave is fully closed and the correct =

cycle

>has been selected before starting the cycle.

>=B7    Wear heat-resistant gloves when first opening the door after a run.

>=B7    After the completion of a run slightly crack open the door. Wait a f=

ull

>five minutes if the autoclave load contains only dry glassware, and no

>less than

>ten minutes when you are autoclaving liquids before removing the items.

>=B7    When removing items from the autoclave, always wear a rubber apron i=

n

>addition to rubber sleeve protectors, heat resistant mitts and a face shiel=

d.

>=B7    Remove the load and let the glassware cool for 15 minutes before tou=

ching

>it with ungloved hands.

>=B7    With liquid loads be alert for a bottle still bubbling. Let liquid l=

oads

>stand in an out-of-the-way place for a full hour before touching with unglo=

ved

>hands.  Scalding liquids can cause serious harm.

>

>1.1.1     Testing Autoclaves for Effectiveness

>     Autoclaves used for kill loads or clean glassware sterilizing cycles,

>     should be routinely tested once per month for killing effectiveness.  =

The

>     most common way of doing this is with spore strips (usually Bacillus

>     stearothermophilus).  The strips are placed in the center of a

>typical load

>     and then removed and incubated after the cycle is completed. Here are =

a

>     couple tricks for removing the strips from biohazard bags with out

>exposing

>     yourself to the bag's contents.

>=B7    You can place the fresh strips inside a bag that has already been

>through a

>"kill-load" sterilizing cycle for the test. Repeat the same sterilization

>procedure exactly. Then remove the strips for incubation.

>=B7    Place the fresh spore strips inside of a glass screw cap tube. Tie a

>string

>around the neck of the tube.  Bury the tube in the center of the load as yo=

u

>build it. Thread the string out of the top of the bag before you tie it wit=

h

>autoclave tape. After the kill cycle is completed, open the bag and pull

>on the

>string to retrieve the spore strip for incubation.

>    If you can detect growth on the spore strips you may want to first try

>    increasing the run time.  If growth still occurs with run times of 45

>    minutes or more your autoclave may need maintenance and repair.

>

>

>

>

>

>Cheri Marcham <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU> on 03/01/2001 10:50:33 AM

>

>Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

>Subject:  proper autoclave procedures

>

>

>

>

>Ok group - apparently I need to get back to basics and provide "autoclaving

>101" training to our research techs.  We have recently had numerous problem=

s

>with new autoclaves and it appears it is the result of lack of proper

>operator training.  What's out there that can provide basic training on how

>to load/not load, how to prevent boil over, how to check sterilization

>(spore strips/tape - when to use and what it means and doesn't mean), how

>long, what temp, why you shouldn't "abort" the system to hurry it up, etc. =

?

>

>

>We had the manufacturer come and provide training for our current users and

>he had a tape, but it was mostly on how the buttons and knobs worked.

>

>Help?

>

>Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

>Environmental Health and Safety Officer

>The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

>P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

>Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

>405/271-3000

>FAX 405/271-1606

>cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!_________________________________=

__

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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David,

You are right to assume that these conditions would promote C. botulinum

growth and toxin production.  For a complete risk assessment, you should

contact your version of the USDept of Agriculture or FDA, or a food

specialist in an agricultural university.  This type of thing is well

studied, so there should be a lot of data available.

Janice

David Lloyd-Jones wrote:

> G'Day all,

> Does anyone have knowledge regarding risk of botulin toxin formation?

>

> A project just commencing at our university involves burying pork fat in

> various soil types, under a range of conditions (including warm and

> moist) for 10 months. The soils are contained in small barrels, with an

> airlock to maintain an anaerobic environment. The purpose of the project

>

> is to investigate the formation of adipocere.

>

> I am concerned that there is a risk of clostridium botulinum growing

> under these conditions, but since I lack expertise in this area, find it

>

> difficult to assess the risk of possible toxin production.

>

> I would very much appreciate any input. Thank you.

>

> regards,

> --

>

>  David Lloyd-Jones:

>

> Environment, Health & Safety

> University of Technology, Sydney

> PO Box 123, Broadway, NSW,  2007

> http://www.ehs.uts.edu.au/

> voice 61 2 9514 1063    fax 61 2 9514 1327

--------------538CCFDB765D53EAB12FE9A5
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Content-Description: Card for Janice Flesher

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="janice.flesher.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Flesher;Janice

tel;fax:(609) 818-5638

tel;work:(609) 818-5630

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

org:Bristol-Myers Squibb Company;Environmental Health & Safety

adr:;;P.O. Box 5400;Princeton;NJ;08543-5400;

version:2.1

email;internet:janice.flesher@bms.com

title:Manager, Industrial Hygiene & Safety

fn:<left>Janice Flesher<img src=http://www.animfactory.com/animations/holiday_events/st_patricks_day/clover_wave_md_wht.gif>

end:vcard

--------------538CCFDB765D53EAB12FE9A5--
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Laboratory fatality.

This happened in the bad old days, when, if it was liquid, it was poured

down the drain, and if it was solid, it was thrown into the bin.

"Sam" was our Laboratory Cleaner/Messenger, and it was his job to empty out

the staining troughs at the end of each day, one of which contained methyl

alcohol. One Monday, Sam failed to turn up for work, which was not unusual,

as he had a drinking problem. But by Wednesday, he was still missing, and

our enquiries revealed that he had been on a weekend binge with his buddies,

two of whom were now permanently blind, and Sam was dead.

        On investigation, it was revealed that Sam had been carefully collecting

the used methyl alcohol and somehow managed to smuggle nearly 5 litres of

the stuff through the Hospital's security system to his home where it was

used to "spice up" his home brew.

Mr.Mike Kirby

Chief Safety Officer

South African Institute for Medical Research

Johannesburg

South Africa.
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Dear colleagues,

On Wed, 28 Feb 2001, Roland Leitner wrote:

> The resulting value was in excess of 1.4 ppm ozone, the maximum

> detectable value of the test tubes.

By last Friday the puzzle regarding the UV lamps was solved.

Although our laboratories ordered the correct UV lamps (G36T6L) the local

distributor substituted with UV lamps that are produced by Atlantic

Ultraviolet to create high levels of ozone (G36T6VH). The approximate ozone

output under favorable conditions for  G36T6VH is 3.7 grams per hour

according to the manufacturer's homepage at

http://www.atlanticuv.com/lamp/sterlray.htm#Slimline Germicidal Lamps  .

Roland

--

Roland Leitner

Biosafety / Laboratory Safety Officer

Safety Services

University of Calgary

2500 University Drive N.W.

Calgary, AB T2N 1N4

Ph:220-4612 Fax:284-1332

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

N.B. This transmission is intended only for the use of the addressee and may

contain information that is privileged and confidential.  If you are not the

intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, retransmission,

dissemination, distribution, copying or other use of this communication is

strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error,

please notify the sender immediately and delete the material from any

computer.
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NACHOs et. al.,

Does anyone have a procedure for safely determining whether copper or lead

sink drains/pipes are contaminated with azides.  And, if they are

contaminated, how do you decontaminate them?

This question was posed by Peter Chapman (phchapman@tecinc.com).  Please copy

replies to both Peter directly and the list.  Thanks ... Jim

            *****************************************************

                        James A. Kaufman, Director

                      The Laboratory Safety Institute

                Safety in Science and Science Education

                 192 Worcester Road, Natick, MA 01760

         508-647-1900  Fax: 508-647-0062  Cell: 508-574-6264

     Email: labsafe@aol.com  Web Site: http://www.labsafety.org/

                ******************************************************
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I am interested in taking the exam for certification as a CBSP.  I have

found only one formal course from John Hopkins which prepares

individuals for the exam.  I am located in the midwest (St. Louis area)

and would like to know if any courses are offered here in St. Louis

which would adequately prepare me for the exam.  I have a feeling that

I'll need to get out my biosafety manuals and do it the hard way.

Thanks,

Mark Campbell

Biological Safety Officer
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Mark,

ABSA usually has a pre-conference course which is a review for the CBSP

exam.  I took the course two years ago when Glenn Funk , Ben Fontes, et. al

were the instructors.  It was quite a good course.  However I highly

recommend the Hopkins Course as well and suggest that you should take that

course regardless....the provided references alone are worth the tuition.

At 02:45 PM 3/6/01 -0600, you wrote:

>I am interested in taking the exam for certification as a CBSP.  I have

>found only one formal course from John Hopkins which prepares

>individuals for the exam.  I am located in the midwest (St. Louis area)

>and would like to know if any courses are offered here in St. Louis

>which would adequately prepare me for the exam.  I have a feeling that

>I'll need to get out my biosafety manuals and do it the hard way.

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark Campbell

>Biological Safety Officer

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Is a protein derived from a recombinant DNA source considered.  This

protein is cytotoxic to certain cells in-vivo.  My question refers to

section I-B (Definition of Recombinant DNA Molecules), subsection (ii).

"molecules that result from the replication of those described in (i)

above".  This definition  implies that the molecules(cytotoxic proteins)

produced from the transcription and translation of the recombinant DNA

source are  considered  Recombinant DNA molecule.  Is this the case?

Thanks in advance,

Sincerely,

Mark J. Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd. Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63052

(314)577-8608

campbem@slu.edu
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Mark, In my opinion, proteins derived from Recombinant DNA are of course, =

chemically, still proteins...not DNA...but their use and production would =

none-the-less fall under regulation by the NIH Guidelines. 

Frank Cole Ph.D.

BSO, Alton Ochsner Medical Institutions

New Orleans, LA

fcole@ochsner.org

>>> campbem@SLU.EDU 03/08/01 08:51AM >>>

Is a protein derived from a recombinant DNA source considered.  This

protein is cytotoxic to certain cells in-vivo.  My question refers to

section I-B (Definition of Recombinant DNA Molecules), subsection (ii).

"molecules that result from the replication of those described in (i)

above".  This definition  implies that the molecules(cytotoxic proteins)

produced from the transcription and translation of the recombinant DNA

source are  considered  Recombinant DNA molecule.  Is this the case?

Thanks in advance,

Sincerely,

Mark J. Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd. Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63052

(314)577-8608

campbem@slu.edu
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Proteins are not recombinant DNA and are not considered under the

recombinant DNA guidelines.  The DNA segment encoding the protein is

considered recombinant and is covered IF it is replicative.  DNA that is

not replicative is not considered.

Carolyn

At 08:51 AM 3/8/01 -0600, you wrote:

>Is a protein derived from a recombinant DNA source considered.  This

>protein is cytotoxic to certain cells in-vivo.  My question refers to

>section I-B (Definition of Recombinant DNA Molecules), subsection (ii).

>"molecules that result from the replication of those described in (i)

>above".  This definition  implies that the molecules(cytotoxic proteins)

>produced from the transcription and translation of the recombinant DNA

>source are  considered  Recombinant DNA molecule.  Is this the case?

>

>Thanks in advance,

>

>Sincerely,

>

>Mark J. Campbell, M.S.

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

>1402 S. Grand Blvd. Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63052

>(314)577-8608

>campbem@slu.edu

Carolyn Keierleber, Ph.D.

Associate Director/Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

TSRI

10550 N. Torrey Pines Rd.

La Jolla, CA 92037

Mail Stop BCC 078

Phone: 858 784-8240

Fax: 858 784-8490

Email: ckeier@scripps.edu
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I am trying to determine what precautions are necessary for the handling of

BCG vaccine in a research environment?

     What is the correct Biosafety level?

            What risks are associated with employees handling it?

     What risk are associated with employees being exposed to it and how

likely is it?

     What risk is associated with it being used on pigs? (research

environment only)

     What containment level is required at the pig facility?

     How easily might it be spread among other pigs at the facility or

other animals?

If anyone has any suggestions, direct experience or web sites I would

appreciate it.  I have checked the more common resources, like CDC and BMBL

but I am not getting specific enough information.

Thanks

Lor

Lori Nicholson

Corporate Manager of EH&S

PowderJect

Madison, WI 53711
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Hi Lori,

That is a good question. Here is some information from Organon, the compa=

ny

in the U.S. that manufactures the vaccine strain:

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

WARNING

TICE=AE BCG contains live, attenuated mycobacteria. Because of the potent=

ial

risk for transmission, it should be prepared, handled, and disposed of as=

 a

biohazard material (see PRECAUTIONS and DOSAGE AND ADMINISTRATION).

BCG infections have been reported in health care workers, primarily from

exposures resulting from accidental needle sticks or skin lacerations dur=

ing

the preparation of BCG for administration. Nosocomial infections have bee=

n

reported in patients receiving parenteral drugs that were prepared in are=

as

in which BCG was reconstituted. BCG is capable of dissemination when

administered by the intravesical route, and serious infections, including

fatal infections, have been reported in patients receiving intravesical B=

CG

(see WARNINGS, PRECAUTIONS, and ADVERSE REACTIONS).

Preparation of Agent

The preparation of the TICE=AE BCG suspension should be done using asepti=

c

technique. To avoid cross-contamination, parenteral drugs should not be

prepared in areas where BCG has been prepared. A separate area for the

preparation of the TICE=AE BCG suspension is recommended. All equipment,

supplies and receptacles in contact with TICE=AE BCG should be handled an=

d

disposed of as biohazardous. The pharmacist or individual responsible for

mixing the agent should wear gloves and take precautions to avoid contact=

 of

BCG with broken skin. If preparation cannot be performed in a biocontainm=

ent

hood, then a mask and gown should be worn to avoid inhalation of BCG

organisms and inadvertent exposure to broken skin.

Complete text is here: http://www.organoninc.com/pi/tice_pi.html

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

That certainly looks like BSL-2 at a minimum with respiratory protection =

if

Biological Safety Cabinets are not available. The BCG strains currently u=

sed

are attenuated strains of Mycobacterium bovis, in some cases causing

infection and disease. For some information look at:

http://www.cdc.gov/epo/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/00041047.htm

As for the animal research, ask the folks how they are planning on

administering the BCG and if and how the bug is shed in  animal waste. Ar=

eas

of concern are parenteral exposure and inhalation of BCG containing

aerosols.

Hope this helps.

Stefan :-)

--------

Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

Michigan State University

C-126 Research Complex Engineering

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone: (517) 355-6503

Fax: (517) 353-4871
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From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Lori Nicholson

Sent: Friday, March 09, 2001 9:12 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BCG questions

I am trying to determine what precautions are necessary for the handling =

of

BCG vaccine in a research environment?

     What is the correct Biosafety level?

            What risks are associated with employees handling it?

     What risk are associated with employees being exposed to it and how

likely is it?

     What risk is associated with it being used on pigs? (research

environment only)

     What containment level is required at the pig facility?

     How easily might it be spread among other pigs at the facility or

other animals?

If anyone has any suggestions, direct experience or web sites I would

appreciate it.  I have checked the more common resources, like CDC and BM=

BL

but I am not getting specific enough information.

Thanks

Lor

Lori Nicholson

Corporate Manager of EH&S

PowderJect

Madison, WI 53711
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As you know, BCG is considered a level 2 agent by the CDC (and by Health

Canada).  So, use in animals should proceed at Animal Biosafety Level 2

unless you have information that BCG in pigs becomes either more or less

virulent.  I could not find any info on BCG in pigs, but there is research

about it in rabbits (see Chap. 10 in Tuberculosis Pathogenesis, Protection

and Control edited by Barry Bloom, ASM Press, 1994).  Susceptible rabbits

got a fairly extensive infection until they developed resistance and so

could dessiminate the infection.  Resistant rabbits had a very limit

infection and probably where not infectious.  If the pigs are susceptible,

then they could also spread the BCG to other pigs and to animal

handlers.  In general, BCG is usually not a problem in humans that are

immune competent (of course the latter proviso is the rub).

To answer some of your questions, I would recommend talking with the

researcher(s) to see if they know what the effects of BCG are on pigs,

whether pigs are susceptible.  The risk to the personnel maybe that they

will be exposed to BCG and if they or the people they live with are not

immune competent then serious illness may result.

Bottom line, without information as to whether the pigs will emit BCG, I

would require ABSL 2 with aerosol protection.

At 08:12 AM 03/09/01 -0600, you wrote:

>I am trying to determine what precautions are necessary for the handling of

>BCG vaccine in a research environment?

>

>      What is the correct Biosafety level?

>             What risks are associated with employees handling it?

>      What risk are associated with employees being exposed to it and how

>likely is it?

>      What risk is associated with it being used on pigs? (research

>environment only)

>      What containment level is required at the pig facility?

>      How easily might it be spread among other pigs at the facility or

>other animals?

>

>If anyone has any suggestions, direct experience or web sites I would

>appreciate it.  I have checked the more common resources, like CDC and BMBL

>but I am not getting specific enough information.

>Thanks

>

>Lor

>

>Lori Nicholson

>Corporate Manager of EH&S

>PowderJect

>Madison, WI 53711

>

>

>
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Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 Mar 2001 10:40:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BCG questions

In-Reply-To:  <OF4D0825A2.68EADB27-ON86256A0A.004D73C3@powderject.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We are in the middle of evaluating the use of BCG in rats, so I have some

information.

BCG is an isolate of Mycobacterium bovis, which is BSL-3.  However, BCG is

classified as BSL-2 by Canada, Europe and Australia.

reference: http://35.8.104.121/riskgroups/default.htm

Live BCG has been used as a vaccine in humans for 80 years.  Although it is

not used frequently in the US, it is used routinely in much of the rest of

the world.  Hundreds of millions or billions of people have been vaccinated.

The number of serious complications is on the order of 1/10,000 to

1/100,000,000, varying by country and strain.

reference: http://www.cdc.gov/epo/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/00041047.htm

BMBL mentions BCG parenthetically.  It implies (to me) that BCG should be

treated identically to wild M. bovis, which would mean that it should be

worked with at BSL-3 and ABSL-3.  I suspect that this is me reading more

into the comment than was intended.

reference: http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/bmbl4s7a.htm

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Lori Nicholson

> Sent: Friday, March 09, 2001 9:12 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: BCG questions

>

>

> I am trying to determine what precautions are necessary for the

> handling of

> BCG vaccine in a research environment?

>

>      What is the correct Biosafety level?

>             What risks are associated with employees handling it?

>      What risk are associated with employees being exposed to it and how

> likely is it?

>      What risk is associated with it being used on pigs? (research

> environment only)

>      What containment level is required at the pig facility?

>      How easily might it be spread among other pigs at the facility or

> other animals?

>

> If anyone has any suggestions, direct experience or web sites I would

> appreciate it.  I have checked the more common resources, like

> CDC and BMBL

> but I am not getting specific enough information.

> Thanks

>

> Lor

>

> Lori Nicholson

> Corporate Manager of EH&S

> PowderJect

> Madison, WI 53711

>

>

>

>    --------
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>    addressee(s).  It must not be disclosed to any person without our

>    authority.  If you are not the intended recipient, or a person

>    responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are not

>    authorised to and must not disclose, copy, distribute or retain this

>    message or any part of it.  Any views or opinions presented are solely

>    those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of the

>    PowderJect Group.  Although this e-mail has been checked by virus

>    checking software, we cannot accept any responsibility for any

>    transmitted virus.

>
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I thought this is may be of interest to some of you.

Roxy

>

>Folks! Especially, AIHA Biosafety Committee Folks. I know we all got

>tired reading the 600 pages of the Ergo Standard. But I NEED PEOPLE

>to take a serious interest in the Up-date of the book BIOSAFETY-a

>reference manual, put out by the Biosafety Committee. Here is YOUR

>chance to contribute, to take on a chapter and ask people to provide

>input. The book was last revised in 1995, and since then we have had

>changes to the TB guidelines, the new  Needlestick Standard, changes

>in the Serious Adverse Event Reporting to NIH. Please call me

>(212)746-6201, email me pghauck@mail.med.cornell.edu, fax me

>(212)746-8288,just don't forsake me!

>

>Phil Hauck, Past Chair, Biosafety Committee

>

R. Roxy Grossnickle

Sr. Safety Specialist

SAIC Frederick, National Cancer Institute at Frederick

P.O. Box B  Frederick, MD 21702

301-846-5918  Fax: 301-846-6619
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Anyone know about this?

"The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) has received several

inquiries about an e-mail report of a stock clerk who became infected with

hantavirus while working in a storeroom. According to the e-mail message,

the infection resulted from exposure to dried rodent droppings that were

contaminated with hantavirus. The e-mail message warns the reader to take

precautions when handling items such as soda cans and grocery packages (for

example, cereal boxes) because they may be contaminated with hantavirus.

> The e-mail report is untrue. CDC could not substantiate this report of a

> hantavirus infection, nor has CDC been asked to participate in an

> investigation of the incident described in the e-mail."

>

> ----------

> From:         Richard Fink[SMTP:rfink@MIT.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, March 09, 2001 9:03 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: BCG questions

>

> As you know, BCG is considered a level 2 agent by the CDC (and by Health

> Canada).  So, use in animals should proceed at Animal Biosafety Level 2

> unless you have information that BCG in pigs becomes either more or less

> virulent.  I could not find any info on BCG in pigs, but there is research

> about it in rabbits (see Chap. 10 in Tuberculosis Pathogenesis, Protection

> and Control edited by Barry Bloom, ASM Press, 1994).  Susceptible rabbits

> got a fairly extensive infection until they developed resistance and so

> could dessiminate the infection.  Resistant rabbits had a very limit

> infection and probably where not infectious.  If the pigs are susceptible,

> then they could also spread the BCG to other pigs and to animal handlers.

> In general, BCG is usually not a problem in humans that are immune

> competent (of course the latter proviso is the rub).

>

> To answer some of your questions, I would recommend talking with the

> researcher(s) to see if they know what the effects of BCG are on pigs,

> whether pigs are susceptible.  The risk to the personnel maybe that they

> will be exposed to BCG and if they or the people they live with are not

> immune competent then serious illness may result.

>

> Bottom line, without information as to whether the pigs will emit BCG, I

> would require ABSL 2 with aerosol protection.

>

>

>

> At 08:12 AM 03/09/01 -0600, you wrote:

>

>

>       I am trying to determine what precautions are necessary for the

> handling of

>       BCG vaccine in a research environment?

>

>            What is the correct Biosafety level?

>                   What risks are associated with employees handling it?

>            What risk are associated with employees being exposed to it and

> how

>       likely is it?

>            What risk is associated with it being used on pigs? (research

>       environment only)

>            What containment level is required at the pig facility?

>            How easily might it be spread among other pigs at the facility

> or

>       other animals?

>

>       If anyone has any suggestions, direct experience or web sites I

> would

>       appreciate it.  I have checked the more common resources, like CDC

> and BMBL

>       but I am not getting specific enough information.

>       Thanks

>

>       Lor

>

>       Lori Nicholson

>       Corporate Manager of EH&S

>       PowderJect

>       Madison, WI 53711

>

>

>

>          --------

>          Confidentiality Notice:

>          The information in this e-mail (including any attachments) is

>          confidential and intended solely for the attention and use of the

> named

>          addressee(s).  It must not be disclosed to any person without our

>          authority.  If you are not the intended recipient, or a person

>          responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are

> not

>          authorised to and must not disclose, copy, distribute or retain

> this

>          message or any part of it.  Any views or opinions presented are

> solely

>          those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of the

>          PowderJect Group.  Although this e-mail has been checked by virus

>          checking software, we cannot accept any responsibility for any

>          transmitted virus.

>

>

> Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Assoc. Biosafety Officer

> Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

> 617-258-5647

> rfink@mit.edu

>
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A new building in which the BSL3 laboratories is built.  As it is in the

stage of design and budgeting, would anyone advice me the estimate

construction cost per square feet of the BSL3 laboratories in USA or

other areas?  If the building services is included, what will be the

cost?

YK Wan

Safety Officer

Chinese University of Hong Kong
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Lori,

Just wanted to add some additional information to the BCG conversation.  BCG

is an M. bovis, but it is an attenuated strain. In The Mycobacteria, A

Sourcebook, Part B, (Ed. George P. Kubica and Lawrence G. Wayne, Pub. Marcel

Dekker, Inc., New York, 1984, pg 1057), BCG is described in the following

manner:  "The bacillus of Calmette and Guerin, official name "BCG Vaccine",

is the product of a deliberate attenuation of the progeny of what had been a

virulent strain of Mycobacterium bovis, an attenuation brought about by

serial passage in vitro."  In humans, BCG is used as a vaccine against

tuberculosis.  The production of this vaccine is regulated under stringent

standards issued by the WHO Expert Committee on Biological Standardization

of 1966.  Because of its antitumor activity, it has additional clinical

applications such as therapy against bladder cancer.

When using it to experimentally infect mice, it is handled at an ABSL-2.  I

wanted to also mention that in the mouse model different strains of BCG have

varing ranges of virulence, so you need to be selective about which strain

you use which will depend on what you hope to evaluate.

Good luck!

Michelle

At 08:12 AM 3/9/2001 -0600, you wrote:

>I am trying to determine what precautions are necessary for the handling of

>BCG vaccine in a research environment?

>

>     What is the correct Biosafety level?

>            What risks are associated with employees handling it?

>     What risk are associated with employees being exposed to it and how

>likely is it?

>     What risk is associated with it being used on pigs? (research

>environment only)

>     What containment level is required at the pig facility?

>     How easily might it be spread among other pigs at the facility or

>other animals?

>

>If anyone has any suggestions, direct experience or web sites I would

>appreciate it.  I have checked the more common resources, like CDC and BMBL

>but I am not getting specific enough information.

>Thanks

>

>Lor

>

>Lori Nicholson

>Corporate Manager of EH&S

>PowderJect

>Madison, WI 53711

>

>

>

>   --------

>   Confidentiality Notice:

>   The information in this e-mail (including any attachments) is

>   confidential and intended solely for the attention and use of the named

>   addressee(s).  It must not be disclosed to any person without our

>   authority.  If you are not the intended recipient, or a person

>   responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are not

>   authorised to and must not disclose, copy, distribute or retain this

>   message or any part of it.  Any views or opinions presented are solely

>   those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of the

>   PowderJect Group.  Although this e-mail has been checked by virus

>   checking software, we cannot accept any responsibility for any

>   transmitted virus.

>

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 477-4597

fax: (315) 476-5348
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I would appreciate any information on biosafety precautions necessary  fo=

r

research on skull-based surgery.  =

This research would take place in the lab and involves drilling into the =

skull

of a cadaver.  The drilling is done under a microscope, and is the same

procedure as used in the OR.  A high-speed drill is used, with a dr

1 mm drill bit, but it does a lot of dust.  The drilling is to the surfac=

e of

the brain but does not go into the brain.  When this isis done in the OR,=

apparently there are no special requirements, other than surgical mask an=

d

nornal surgical ppe.  =

The body is tested for HIV, but not for any of the hepatitis viruses. 100=

 ml

of 37% formaldehyde is injected into the brain through the eye socket. =

The body is then embalmed with ~ 15L of the embalming fluid containing: =

21.2% Ethylene glycol; 21.2% isopropyl alcohol; 7.1% phenol; 50% H2O; 0.2=

%

Potassium Nitrate, and 0.2% borax.  This is the standard embalming fluid =

which

is used to prepare the bodies used in anatomy class.  =

We are trying to determine whether BL2 is needed during the drilling, or =

if

this can be done on the lab bench.  Would a chemical fume hood be accepta=

ble

to contain the dust?  The argument against any controls is that this is w=

hat

is done in the OR, and this type of surgical research is also done elsewh=

ere

with no controls.  =

____________________________________________________________________
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From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SKULL-BASED SURGERY RESEARCH

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Even though you indicate that the brain tissue is not touched in this

process, I would still consider precautions outlined in BMBL 4th edition pp

140-143. I would tend to think that a risk analysis should be conducted on

the cadavers to determine if they fall into a high risk group for CJD. My

thoughts worth.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Judy Stepenaskie [mailto:judyastep@USA.NET]

Sent: Monday, March 12, 2001 12:48 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SKULL-BASED SURGERY RESEARCH

I would appreciate any information on biosafety precautions necessary  for

research on skull-based surgery.

This research would take place in the lab and involves drilling into the

skull

of a cadaver.  The drilling is done under a microscope, and is the same

procedure as used in the OR.  A high-speed drill is used, with a dr

1 mm drill bit, but it does a lot of dust.  The drilling is to the surface

of

the brain but does not go into the brain.  When this isis done in the OR,

apparently there are no special requirements, other than surgical mask and

nornal surgical ppe.

The body is tested for HIV, but not for any of the hepatitis viruses. 100 ml

of 37% formaldehyde is injected into the brain through the eye socket.

The body is then embalmed with ~ 15L of the embalming fluid containing:

21.2% Ethylene glycol; 21.2% isopropyl alcohol; 7.1% phenol; 50% H2O; 0.2%

Potassium Nitrate, and 0.2% borax.  This is the standard embalming fluid

which

is used to prepare the bodies used in anatomy class.

We are trying to determine whether BL2 is needed during the drilling, or if

this can be done on the lab bench.  Would a chemical fume hood be acceptable

to contain the dust?  The argument against any controls is that this is what

is done in the OR, and this type of surgical research is also done elsewhere

with no controls.

____________________________________________________________________
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Judy -

Given that none of the embalming constituents or formaldehyde are effective

against prion infectivity, and that the dura mater is considered a

high-risk source of prions in cases of iatrogenic CJD, I would consider the

possibility of prion exposure from this procedure.  While there has never

been any evidence that prions can be effectively transmitted by the aerosol

route, there is always the counter-argument of the difficulty in proving

the null hypothesis ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director, and Biosfety Officer

Environmental Health andSafety

Aviron

408-845-8857

 ========================================================================

At 01:47 PM 3/12/01 EST, you wrote:

>I would appreciate any information on biosafety precautions necessary  for

>research on skull-based surgery.

>

>This research would take place in the lab and involves drilling into the

skull

>of a cadaver.  The drilling is done under a microscope, and is the same

>procedure as used in the OR.  A high-speed drill is used, with a dr

>1 mm drill bit, but it does a lot of dust.  The drilling is to the surface of

>the brain but does not go into the brain.  When this isis done in the OR,

>apparently there are no special requirements, other than surgical mask and

>nornal surgical ppe.

>

>The body is tested for HIV, but not for any of the hepatitis viruses. 100 ml

>of 37% formaldehyde is injected into the brain through the eye socket.

>The body is then embalmed with ~ 15L of the embalming fluid containing:

>21.2% Ethylene glycol; 21.2% isopropyl alcohol; 7.1% phenol; 50% H2O; 0.2%

>Potassium Nitrate, and 0.2% borax.  This is the standard embalming fluid

which

>is used to prepare the bodies used in anatomy class.

>

>We are trying to determine whether BL2 is needed during the drilling, or if

>this can be done on the lab bench.  Would a chemical fume hood be acceptable

>to contain the dust?  The argument against any controls is that this is what

>is done in the OR, and this type of surgical research is also done elsewhere

>with no controls.

>

>____________________________________________________________________

>Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=1

>
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From:         Susan Kingston <skingsto@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      Select Agent registration
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For those folks at institutions that have registered for Select Agent

transfer, have you experienced the inspection process yet?  I'm curious as

to the level of detail the auditors are asking for.  Was it a several day

process?  Several hours?  Did you get immediate feedback?  Has anyone been

denied registration?

Thanks to all!

Susan

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

Susan K. Kingston DVM

Assistant Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Head, Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois

102 Environmental Health and Safety Building, MC 225

101 S. Gregory Street

Urbana, IL    61801-3070

(217)244-1939, fax (217)244-6594

email: skingsto@uiuc.edu

--------------------------------------------
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Subject:      FDA Initiative
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Dear Biosaftyers,

        At last week's RAC meeting Phillip Nagouchi  of the FDA appealed for

academic responses to the FDA disclosure proposal. He convinced me that

this FDA effort was genuine. He implied that the official FDA position was=

in support of this initiative. There is strong opposition from the

pharmaceutical industry. Thus supportive letters are of particular value.

        The basic idea is for the FDA to disclose non-proprietary IND material,

adverse events, and the reasoning behind clinical holds (and their

release). Presumably disclosures would be on the web.  AE disclosures would=

be placed in context. The IND material would be "redacted" from the full=

 IND.

        An industry representative said they were in favor of disclosure - it was=

only the disclosure details they disliked. Many skeptics feel that the

major industry objection to disclosure is the effect it would have on the

approval process. Raw data, they feel, would be misinterpreted by the

public. Presumably this misunderstanding would have financial consequences.

        You can read the proposal at:

http://www.fda.gov/OHRMS/DOCKETS/98fr/011801b.pdf

        Comments can be sent by e-mail to:  fdadockets@oc.fda.gov

        They can be mailed: Dockets Management Branch (HFA=96305), Food and Drug

Administration, 5630 Fishers Lane, rm. 1061, Rockville, MD 20852.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Mar 2001 17:43:32 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Hello.  I have joined the biosafty mailing list today.

My one year project is nearly completed.  I have 22,000 pharmaceutical

acronyms and abbreviations online so far.  I know there are about 2000 more.

I would be grateful if you could tell me of any abbreviations or acronyms

that might be missing from my list:  They must be in the fields of pharmacy,

chemicals, biochemistry, general medicine, agrochemicals, health and

veterinary medicine.

 http://www.pharma-lexicon.com

The whole service is free and we make no profit.

Our whole team, over the last year have learnt html, java, php, mysql, pearl.

 Many, within the last year have turned from simple pharmacists to quite

proficient web authors.  We have all done it for free, aiming to learn a new

skill.

We aim to keep this resource free on the web and will continue employing

html-phobic scientists (pharmacists, chemists, biochemists and even busy

doctors) who offer their time voluntarily in order to learn and help keep the

list complete and up to date.

Christian Nordqvist

Pharma-lexicon International

http://www.pharma-lexicon.com

83 Filsham Road, St. Leonards-on-Sea

East Sussex TN380PE

Tel: 01424 434208

Email: cnordqvist@aol.com
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From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>
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Drilling will cause the formation of an aerosol.  High speed drilling will

be worse.  How can you control this?  Does the aerosol need to be dealt

with or is it sominimal that controls are not needed?  I would think that

there is something along the lines of a hepa vaccuumm for OR's that you can

use for this.

bob

>Even though you indicate that the brain tissue is not touched in this

>process, I would still consider precautions outlined in BMBL 4th edition pp

>140-143. I would tend to think that a risk analysis should be conducted on

>the cadavers to determine if they fall into a high risk group for CJD. My

>thoughts worth.

>

>Kyle Boyett

>Asst. Director of Biosafety

>Occupational Health and Safety

>University of Alabama at Birmingham

>e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

>Phone-  205-934-2487

>VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

>www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

>** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

>value I place on YOUR life**

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Judy Stepenaskie [mailto:judyastep@USA.NET]

>Sent: Monday, March 12, 2001 12:48 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: SKULL-BASED SURGERY RESEARCH

>

>

>I would appreciate any information on biosafety precautions necessary  for

>research on skull-based surgery.

>

>This research would take place in the lab and involves drilling into the

>skull

>of a cadaver.  The drilling is done under a microscope, and is the same

>procedure as used in the OR.  A high-speed drill is used, with a dr

>1 mm drill bit, but it does a lot of dust.  The drilling is to the surface

>of

>the brain but does not go into the brain.  When this isis done in the OR,

>apparently there are no special requirements, other than surgical mask and

>nornal surgical ppe.

>

>The body is tested for HIV, but not for any of the hepatitis viruses. 100 ml

>of 37% formaldehyde is injected into the brain through the eye socket.

>The body is then embalmed with ~ 15L of the embalming fluid containing:

>21.2% Ethylene glycol; 21.2% isopropyl alcohol; 7.1% phenol; 50% H2O; 0.2%

>Potassium Nitrate, and 0.2% borax.  This is the standard embalming fluid

>which

>is used to prepare the bodies used in anatomy class.

>

>We are trying to determine whether BL2 is needed during the drilling, or if

>this can be done on the lab bench.  Would a chemical fume hood be acceptable

>to contain the dust?  The argument against any controls is that this is what

>is done in the OR, and this type of surgical research is also done elsewhere

>with no controls.

>

>____________________________________________________________________

>Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=1

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SKULL-BASED SURGERY RESEARCH
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I just opened a magazine (Advance for Medical Laboratory Professionals) and

there was a big ad headed: "Are you breathing bone aerosols?" I don't know

anything about this  product other than what is listed in the ad, but there the

web site may help you:  www.mopec.com

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Robert N. Latsch [SMTP:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, March 13, 2001 10:51 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: SKULL-BASED SURGERY RESEARCH

>

> Drilling will cause the formation of an aerosol.  High speed drilling will

> be worse.  How can you control this?  Does the aerosol need to be dealt

> with or is it sominimal that controls are not needed?  I would think that

> there is something along the lines of a hepa vaccuumm for OR's that you can

> use for this.

>

> bob

>

> >Even though you indicate that the brain tissue is not touched in this

> >process, I would still consider precautions outlined in BMBL 4th edition pp

> >140-143. I would tend to think that a risk analysis should be conducted on

> >the cadavers to determine if they fall into a high risk group for CJD. My

> >thoughts worth.

> >

> >Kyle Boyett

> >Asst. Director of Biosafety

> >Occupational Health and Safety

> >University of Alabama at Birmingham

> >e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

> >Phone-  205-934-2487

> >VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

> >www.healthsafe.uab.edu

> >

> >** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

> >value I place on YOUR life**

> >

> >-----Original Message-----

> >From: Judy Stepenaskie [mailto:judyastep@USA.NET]

> >Sent: Monday, March 12, 2001 12:48 PM

> >To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >Subject: SKULL-BASED SURGERY RESEARCH

> >

> >

> >I would appreciate any information on biosafety precautions necessary  for

> >research on skull-based surgery.

> >

> >This research would take place in the lab and involves drilling into the

> >skull

> >of a cadaver.  The drilling is done under a microscope, and is the same

> >procedure as used in the OR.  A high-speed drill is used, with a dr

> >1 mm drill bit, but it does a lot of dust.  The drilling is to the surface

> >of

> >the brain but does not go into the brain.  When this isis done in the OR,

> >apparently there are no special requirements, other than surgical mask and

> >nornal surgical ppe.

> >

> >The body is tested for HIV, but not for any of the hepatitis viruses. 100 ml

> >of 37% formaldehyde is injected into the brain through the eye socket.

> >The body is then embalmed with ~ 15L of the embalming fluid containing:

> >21.2% Ethylene glycol; 21.2% isopropyl alcohol; 7.1% phenol; 50% H2O; 0.2%

> >Potassium Nitrate, and 0.2% borax.  This is the standard embalming fluid

> >which

> >is used to prepare the bodies used in anatomy class.

> >

> >We are trying to determine whether BL2 is needed during the drilling, or if

> >this can be done on the lab bench.  Would a chemical fume hood be acceptable

> >to contain the dust?  The argument against any controls is that this is what

> >is done in the OR, and this type of surgical research is also done elsewhere

> >with no controls.

> >

> >____________________________________________________________________

> >Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=1

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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From:         Carolyn Keierleber <ckeier@SCRIPPS.EDU>

Subject:      housing mice treated with prions
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Hi, I am seeking some input from others on housing rodents infected with

prions (animal or human).  I have already sought advice from the oracle

(Glenn Funk), and have read the UCSF BSM appendix L2, and the BMBL.

I am wondering what people at other institutions do about autoclaving

animal cages from rodents infected with prions.  Do you do this?  Do you

use 132 C or 121 C?  How long?  Do the cages melt?  Other safety tips for

animal housing?

Please email responses to me at ckeier@scripps.edu as this is probably not

an issue for many others.  I will share responses if you like.

Thank you so much for any tips.  Carolyn

Carolyn Keierleber, Ph.D.

Associate Director/Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

TSRI

10550 N. Torrey Pines Rd.

La Jolla, CA 92037

Mail Stop BCC 078

Phone: 858 784-8240

Fax: 858 784-8490

Email: ckeier@scripps.edu
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Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Can someone enlighten me on what hazards (if any) may be encountered

with culturing bacteria (likely DH5-alpha competent cells) for use in

the amplification of plasmids?

--

Robin

W. Robert Newberry, IV CIH, CHMM

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Clemson University

wnewber@clemson.edu  ehs@clemson.edu

http://ehs.clemson.edu/
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Curt Speaker <SPEAKER@SAFETY-1.SAFETY.PSU.EDU>

Organization: UNIVERSITY SAFETY

Subject:      livestock question

A question:

For those of you that work at institutions that have significant

amounts of husbandry livestock (sheep in particular)...

How to you deal with student involvement in the care of these

animals?  On one hand, we want to give the students a meaningful

educational experience and let them do as much hands on work as

possible, but on the other hand we are potentially exposing them to

zoonotic agents and many other physical hazards.

How much do you let them do?  What do folks use as the basic

level of PPE to wear when dealing with sheep, given the potential

for Q Fever exposure?  Coveralls, gloves and boots seem to be a

minimum, but what about respiratory protection (especially given

that one of the primary routes of exposure for Q Fever is airborne)?

We (Penn State) is interested in improving its Q Fever awareness

and prevention program, and I am curious what everyone else is

doing, especially other Big 10 schools, and particularly when it

comes to student involvement.

Any input would be most appreciated.

thanks

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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From:         Judy Pointer <jpointer@MAIL.MDANDERSON.ORG>

Subject:      Re: SKULL-BASED SURGERY RESEARCH
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In our OR they use local exhaust devises for aerosolizing procedures like in

lazar surgery to control the plume.  I don't know what they are called but I bet

a search for 'lazer plume scavanging equipment' might work.  They will also use

isolation tents when it's needed for things like this.

I have been involved in necropsies on large animals where drills and striker

saws were used for  skull entry.  The animals weren't embalmed first so the

hazard was live stuff.  The procedures were very aerosolizing - like my face

shield was so coated with bone and blood I couldn't see out of it.  That was a

long time ago and now I hear that the pathologists new saws and drills have

scavenging exhaust devises on them plus they use down-draft tables to control

the aerosols.

Considering this, I would ensure that the aerosols are contained somehow -

preferably with local exhaust ventilation - like the fume hood, one of the above

devises, or an exhausted IIB2 bilogical safety cabinet.  If difficult to do it

this way then put respirators, for volatile chems (charcoal) with stacked HEPA

filters on the room occupants.  You can get these in both half or full face

negative pressure respirators or powered air respirators.
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

Organization: Wright State University

Subject:      Proper Disposal of Vaccinia

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_Z2Y5IkqiuWsqYLZp7Kq3mQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Z2Y5IkqiuWsqYLZp7Kq3mQ)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

There is a researcher that has been asked to clean out his

reseach lab of old reseach materials, in this case

vaccinia.  I am trying to help the laboratory personnel in

arranging for the proper disposal of the materials but some

information is lacking.  In reviewing the handling

procedures that were drafted out in 1993 protocol for the

vaccinia it was stated that all infectious waste would be

autoclaved prior to disposal and liquid waste would be

treated with a 10% bleach solution.

Are these methods of disposal still valid?  Is there another

process that should be used or added to what is being

planned?  Right now we are holding things up to do quality

control on the autoclave to ensure that it is operating

properly before using.

Thank you for your assistance and guidance.

Greg Merkle

--Boundary_(ID_Z2Y5IkqiuWsqYLZp7Kq3mQ)

Content-type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii; name="greg.merkle.vcf"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Content-disposition: attachment; filename="greg.merkle.vcf"

Content-description: Card for Greg Merkle

begin:vcard

n:Merkle;Greg

tel;fax:1-937-775-3761

tel;work:1-937-775-2217

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:www.wright.edu/admin/ehs

org:Wright State University;Department of Environmental Health and Safety

version:2.1

email;internet:greg.merkle@wright.edu

title:Senior Industrial Hygienist

adr;quoted-printable:;;145 Health Sciences Bldg.=0D=0A3640 Col. Glenn Hwy.;Dayton;Ohio;45435-0001;USA

end:vcard

--Boundary_(ID_Z2Y5IkqiuWsqYLZp7Kq3mQ)--
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From:         "Burgener, Jyl A" <jab19768@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM>

Subject:      Delta Toxin
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I would like to find information regarding Staph aureus Delta toxin

sometimes referred to as hemolysin-D.  Specifically, I would like to know if

anyone has an LD50 or an indication of toxicity in humans.  Thanks for your

help.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 16 Mar 2001 09:20:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: Proper Disposal of Vaccinia
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Autoclaving, chlorine bleach are both good methods of deactivating vaccinia

virus.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Subject:      General Exhaust in Labs
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I have a question that I hope the group can help me with. Based on an old

edition of ANSI Z9.5 all labs should be 100% exhausted to the outside. This

is primarily concerned with chem. labs. Is anyone familiar with a differing

opinion regarding laboratory exhaust? Any help will be appreciated.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DRUMMOND, David" <DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: General Exhaust in Labs

There's no problem with recirculation in the same space. This is common

practice for heat removal in labs with a lot of electronics. It's cheaper to

remove heat with a fan-coil than to condition outside air to do the same job

and then throw it away.

However, recirculation into other spaces is a bad idea because, if a spill

occurs, a lot more people and their work will be affected. Some codes

explicitly prohibit recirculation into other spaces and some don't, but it's

a bad practice regardless.

In many, if not most labs with fume hoods, the air removed by the fume

hood(s) is equal to or greater than the amount of air that needs to be

removed from the space. If you are dealing with labs that have limited

chemical use and no fume hoods, consider the use of enthalpy wheels for

energy recovery. They should be especially energy-cost-effective in high

humidity areas such as yours.

Dave

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

David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

Director, Safety Department

University of Wisconsin--Madison

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

Is anyone familiar with a differing opinion regarding laboratory exhaust?

Kyle Boyett
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From:         "Hofherr, Leslie" <Leslie@ADMIN.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      Coxiella burnetii
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Good Afternoon,

Does anyone know if Coxiella burnetii has been found or is expected to be

found in sheep lung tissue of pregnant ewes? Is there a reference in the

literature stating in what tissues it is expected to be found?

The references I have found stated the obvious -- Coxiella burnetii is found

in birth products -- placenta, amniotic fluid and fetal membranes and in

urine, feces and milk.

Thanks for any information you provide!

Sincerely,

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA, EH&S

(310) 206-3929 phone

(310) 825-7076 fax

leslie@admin.ucla.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 19 Mar 2001 18:33:06 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      disinfecting rotors
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Hello,

What disinfectant(s) would be appropriate for cleaning a centrifuge

rotor after spinning a lysate prepared from unfixed human brain?  Thanks

in advance for your help.

Ben

--

Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

University of Nevada, Reno

Environmental Health and Safety Department, MS 328

Reno, NV 89557

(775) 327-5196

(775) 784-4553 fax
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Janeen LaPierre <jlapierre@UNE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors
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A 5% solution of household bleach should work very well.  Wet the

surfaces and let stand for 5 minutes.  Rinse with a 5% aqueous solution

of sodium thiosulfate to neutralize any residual Cl to protect your

rotor.  I would wipe down the interior of the centrifuge as well.

For what its worth, Janeen.

PS  I'm a new comer to this list.  I've been reading for a few weeks

now.  I work at the University of New England's College of Osteopathic

Medicine in the microbiology department.  I've been involved with

chemical health and safety for over 8 years and just recently passed my

CHO duties to another so I could build my biosafety knowledge.  Kind of

self serving but we all have our own personal motivator:)  Great list!

I've already picked up many new sources for info.  Thanks, Janeen.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Janeen M. Lapierre

Microbiology Lab Coordinator

University of New England

College of Osteopathic Medicine

(207)283-0170 x2446

jlapierre@mailbox.une.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU>

Subject:      National Association of Scientific Materials Managers
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Some of you may be interested in the following professional

organization.  I have been a member since 1990 and find the annual

conference, listserv and professional contacts to be invaluable.  Many

of our members have a strong safety component in their jobs.  Please

check out our website or contact me for more information.  Our

conference for July 2001 will be in Grand Rapids, Michigan.

http://www.denison.edu/naosmm/naosmm.htm

My apologies if this "ad" is inappropriate.
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Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors
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Ben,

The BMBL states that prions are inactivated by 1 N NaOH, sodium hypochlorite

(>2% free chlorine concentration).  That would take care of your prion

worries.  You can come back with a 10% bleach once the NaOH has been

thoroughly removed.

Ben Owens wrote:

> Hello,

>

> What disinfectant(s) would be appropriate for cleaning a centrifuge

> rotor after spinning a lysate prepared from unfixed human brain?  Thanks

> in advance for your help.

>

> Ben

> --

> Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

> University of Nevada, Reno

> Environmental Health and Safety Department, MS 328

> Reno, NV 89557

> (775) 327-5196

> (775) 784-4553 fax
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Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors
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The remaining issue is that such concentrated bleach turns even 314

Ti stainless steel to ferric oxide. Formic acid is also used to

inactivate prion on histological slides.

>Ben,

>

>The BMBL states that prions are inactivated by 1 N NaOH, sodium

>hypochlorite (>2% free chlorine concentration).  That would take

>care of your prion worries.  You can come back with a 10% bleach

>once the NaOH has been thoroughly removed.

>

>Ben Owens wrote:

>

>>Hello,

>>

>>What disinfectant(s) would be appropriate for cleaning a centrifuge

>>rotor after spinning a lysate prepared from unfixed human brain?  Thanks

>>in advance for your help.

>>

>>Ben

>>--

>>Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

>>University of Nevada, Reno

>>Environmental Health and Safety Department, MS 328

>>Reno, NV 89557

>>(775) 327-5196

>>(775) 784-4553 fax

--

Thomas Lilin

DVM, MSc, MBE

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

Ecole Nationale Veterinaire d'Alfort

7, avenue du General de Gaulle

F-94704 Maisons-Alfort cedex

Tel: 33+ 01 43 96 70 14

Fax: 33+ 01 43 78 99 22
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Coxiella burnetii
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Hi Leslie,

I hear that LA is a little pool of electricity in a electrically deprived

state, so I guess that your server will remain up and you will get this

reply :))

At 12:20 PM 03/19/01 -0800, you wrote:

>Good Afternoon,

>

>Does anyone know if Coxiella burnetii has been found or is expected to be

>found in sheep lung tissue of pregnant ewes? Is there a reference in the

>literature stating in what tissues it is expected to be found? <snip>

>

>Sincerely,

>Leslie Hofherr

Handbook of Zoonoses, George Beran ed.-in-chief, 2nd edition, CRC Press,

1994, pg. 437-40: "Experimentally and naturally infected animals shed C.

burnetii in body fluids (blood, milk, oral and nasal secretions, urine, and

vaginal discharges) and harbor infective microorganisms in tissues

(placenta, liver, spleen, brain, adrenal glands, lungs, kidneys, heart,

lymph nodes, intestingal tract, mammary gland, skin), in feces and

contaminated wool, and in other products of animals."

So, like VISA, it is everywhere you want to be (in a necropsy).

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hofherr, Leslie" <Leslie@ADMIN.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Coxiella burnetii
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Richie,

Thanks so much for the good humor so early in the morning! I liked the

anology of C burnetii being like Visa.

We are an electron oasis here in LA. UCLA makes about 85% or so of it's

electrons using a co-generation plant. It uses natural gas and ammonia. So

our electricity costs are through the roof because of the price of natural

gas but we can make electricity. The city of LA has it's own power plants

that generates a surplus every day every hour. So, finally, there is

something good to say about living in LA.

Is it nice there in May? My cousin is getting married on the Cape in Mid-May

and I'm thinking about making the journey out there and maybe touring in

Maine.

Leslie

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2001 8:31 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Coxiella burnetii

Hi Leslie,

I hear that LA is a little pool of electricity in a electrically deprived

state, so I guess that your server will remain up and you will get this

reply :))

At 12:20 PM 03/19/01 -0800, you wrote:

Good Afternoon,

Does anyone know if Coxiella burnetii has been found or is expected to be

found in sheep lung tissue of pregnant ewes? Is there a reference in the

literature stating in what tissues it is expected to be found? <snip>

Sincerely,

Leslie Hofherr

Handbook of Zoonoses, George Beran ed.-in-chief, 2nd edition, CRC Press,

1994, pg. 437-40: "Experimentally and naturally infected animals shed C.

burnetii in body fluids (blood, milk, oral and nasal secretions, urine, and

vaginal discharges) and harbor infective microorganisms in tissues

(placenta, liver, spleen, brain, adrenal glands, lungs, kidneys, heart,

lymph nodes, intestingal tract, mammary gland, skin), in feces and

contaminated wool, and in other products of animals."

So, like VISA, it is everywhere you want to be (in a necropsy).

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors

In-Reply-To:  <f05001908b6dd349cc41b@[62.161.66.38]>
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I agree with Dr. Lilin.  Damaging the rotor is a major safety issue.

Pitting on a rotor affects its integrity, and could lead to cracks.

Ultracentrifuges have heavy armor shielding, but if a large rotor decided to

split in half I would not want to be anywhere nearby (and I would not want

to be held responsible for the consequences).

You should always check with the centrifuge manufacturer before treating a

rotor with any kind of chemical.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

    -----Original Message-----

    From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Thomas Lilin

    Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2001 11:25 AM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: Re: disinfecting rotors

    The remaining issue is that such concentrated bleach turns even 314 Ti

stainless steel to ferric oxide. Formic acid is also used to inactivate

prion on histological slides.

        Ben,

        The BMBL states that prions are inactivated by 1 N NaOH, sodium

hypochlorite (>2% free chlorine concentration).  That would take care of

your prion worries.  You can come back with a 10% bleach once the NaOH has

been thoroughly removed.

        Ben Owens wrote:

            Hello,

            What disinfectant(s) would be appropriate for cleaning a

centrifuge

            rotor after spinning a lysate prepared from unfixed human brain?

Thanks

            in advance for your help.

            Ben

            --

            Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

            University of Nevada, Reno

            Environmental Health and Safety Department, MS 328

            Reno, NV 89557

            (775) 327-5196

            (775) 784-4553 fax

    --

    Thomas Lilin

    DVM, MSc, MBE

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

    Ecole Nationale Veterinaire d'Alfort

    7, avenue du General de Gaulle

    F-94704 Maisons-Alfort cedex

    Tel: 33+ 01 43 96 70 14

    Fax: 33+ 01 43 78 99 22

    __________________________

    mailto:lilin@vet-alfort.fr
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From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors
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Ben, I strongly agree with others concerning chemicals and the centrifuge.

The chemical used on the rotor  must conform to manufacturers

recommendations.  I've seen a rotor crack and bascially turn the centrifuge

into puzzle pieces that could not be put back together.  Fortunately, no one

was in the lab at the time.

The suggestion to use formic acid for inactivation is new to me.  It would

be a good idea to gather the documentation relative to the effectiveness of

vaious methods of prion inactivation (if you are going to be spinning brain

tissues) and the chemicals which have been approved for use on the

centrifuge and rotor.  You can then decide on an appropriate cleaning method

for the centrifuge which is both safe for the rotor and produces the level

of  inactivation/decontamination you desire.

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

(314)577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

Ben Owens wrote:

> Hello,

>

> What disinfectant(s) would be appropriate for cleaning a centrifuge

> rotor after spinning a lysate prepared from unfixed human brain?  Thanks

> in advance for your help.

>

> Ben

> --

> Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

> University of Nevada, Reno

> Environmental Health and Safety Department, MS 328

> Reno, NV 89557

> (775) 327-5196

> (775) 784-4553 fax
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors

In-Reply-To:  <f05001908b6dd349cc41b@[62.161.66.38]>
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The BMBL does state that bleach can be used.  However, sodium hydroxide

seems to be the most effective.  My researchers prefer sodium hydroxide for

prions.

Bob

> ; margin-bottom: 0 }  -->s The remaining issue is that such concentrated

>bleach turns even 314 Ti stainless steel to ferric oxide. Formic acid is

>also used to inactivate prion on histological slides.

>

>

>Ben,

>

>

>

>

>The BMBL states that prions are inactivated by 1 N NaOH, sodium

>hypochlorite (>2% free chlorine concentration).  That would take care of

>your prion worries.  You can come back with a 10% bleach once the NaOH has

>been thoroughly removed.

>

>

>

>

>Ben Owens wrote:

>

>

>Hello,

>

>

>

>

>What disinfectant(s) would be appropriate for cleaning a centrifuge

> rotor after spinning a lysate prepared from unfixed human brain?  Thanks

> in advance for your help.

>

>

>

>

>Ben

> --

> Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

> University of Nevada, Reno

> Environmental Health and Safety Department, MS 328

> Reno, NV 89557

> (775) 327-5196

> (775) 784-4553 fax

>

>

>

>

>--

> Thomas Lilin

> DVM, MSc, MBE

> ---------------------------------------------------

> Ecole Nationale Veterinaire d'Alfort

> 7, avenue du General de Gaulle

> F-94704 Maisons-Alfort cedex

> Tel: 33+ 01 43 96 70 14

> Fax: 33+ 01 43 78 99 22

> __________________________

> mailto:lilin@vet-alfort.fr

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Lefkin, Howard" <Howard.Lefkin@STATE.MA.US>

Subject:      BL-3 Decon
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Can anyone recommend a company that performs gas decontamination of BL3

facilities?  Preferably in the Boston area.

Thank you.

Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

305 South Street

Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210, pager: 617-675-1896

email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us
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Organization: Desert Research Institute

Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors
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Ben Owens wrote:

> Hello,

>

> What disinfectant(s) would be appropriate for cleaning a centrifuge

> rotor after spinning a lysate prepared from unfixed human brain?  Thanks

> in advance for your help.

Ben,

The choice of a disinfectant is partially dependent on the material used to

fabricate the rotor.  Corrosion is a big  factor in rotor failures so the

use of bleach may or may not be a good idea (for example aluminum rotors are

can become pitted over time from exposure to chlorine).   Generally the

rotor manufacturer will include cleaning information in the user manual.  If

the lab does not have the rotor's user manual, contact the rotor

manufacturer's  technical service department for a list of recommended

cleaners and procedures for biological decontamination.

Martha

n:McRae;Martha A.

tel;fax:775-673-7397

tel;work:775-673-7329

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:www.dri.edu

org:Desert Research Institute

adr:;;2215 Raggio Parkway;Reno;NV;89512-1095;USA

version:2.1

email;internet:mmcrae@dri.edu

title:EH&S Officer
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Subject:      Proper containment in centrifuge rotors?
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Dear Biosafty List Folks,

I'm eagerly watching the thread on disinfection of rotors after use with prions

and it brings up many questions that I have about proper containment during

centrifugation of all manner of biohazards (BSL 1 & 2 is what I'm trying to

contain).

Does anyone know of a very, very, very reliable capping system for oak ridge

style centrifuge "bottles" that will not allow leakage of samples out of the

bottle and into fixed angle rotors under normal superspeed conditions (say 10k

to 20k rpms)?

Or do folks rely on the lid & hub gaskets to "contain" any aerosols within the

rotor itself, and then disinfect the rotor & lid after each use?  Do these

gaskets actually work, or are the aerosols being removed from the centrifuge

bowl environment (at these speeds isn't there vacuum in the bowl around the

sealed rotor?)?  Do you then consider your vacuum pump oil biohazardous?

Does the rotor lid/hud/gasket assembly actually contain aerosolization if there

is a major tube (or bottle) failure?

What about lower speeds?  Do capped "containment shield" systems on swinging

bucket rotors work for aerosols and containment of tube breaks?  What about

conical disposable tubes--are the plug caps really working?

Any information, pointers to web sites or publications would be greatly

appreciated.

Cheers!

--Paula Moravek, Biosafety Officer

   WPI

   Worcester, MA  U.S.A.
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors

In-Reply-To:  <sab72fb2.009@mailbox.une.edu>
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Never let bleach anywhere near a rotor. It is very alkaline (pH typically

11.4) and corrodes the aluminium alloy and weakens the rotor which can then

disintegrate during a run with expensive and potentially disastrous

consequences. 30 seconds with 1% Virkon followed by thorough rinsing is

recommended by the manufacturers of Virkon as safe. However even this

product, which operates at about pH 2.6, where the alloy is relatively

inert, is discouraged by some people, who prefer to use alcoholic solutions

of mild disinfectants, e.g. cetrimide.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Janeen LaPierre

> Sent: 20 March 2001 15:24

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: disinfecting rotors

>

>

> A 5% solution of household bleach should work very well.  Wet the

> surfaces and let stand for 5 minutes.  Rinse with a 5% aqueous solution

> of sodium thiosulfate to neutralize any residual Cl to protect your

> rotor.  I would wipe down the interior of the centrifuge as well.

>

> For what its worth, Janeen.

>

> PS  I'm a new comer to this list.  I've been reading for a few weeks

> now.  I work at the University of New England's College of Osteopathic

> Medicine in the microbiology department.  I've been involved with

> chemical health and safety for over 8 years and just recently passed my

> CHO duties to another so I could build my biosafety knowledge.  Kind of

> self serving but we all have our own personal motivator:)  Great list!

> I've already picked up many new sources for info.  Thanks, Janeen.

>

> ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

> Janeen M. Lapierre

> Microbiology Lab Coordinator

> University of New England

> College of Osteopathic Medicine

> (207)283-0170 x2446

> jlapierre@mailbox.une.edu

>
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From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors

In-Reply-To:  <3AB77645.18A68186@slu.edu>
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When I replied a few minutes back about rotor disinfection, I had not

realised that prions were involved. As the rotor will not survive alkaline

conditions, the answer is that the rotor cannot be disinfected. You need to

practice prevention, by using sealed tubes and buckets which are capable of

disinfection, so that the rotor has little chance of becoming contaminated.

In the UK, we are required to keep separate labs and equipment for work with

prions and not use it for non-prion purposes. When the lab ceases prion

work, anything that cannot be properly decontaminated must be destroyed.

Hence a rotor would be treated with bleach and strong alkali before disposal

as scrap metal.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

  -----Original Message-----

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Mark Campbell

  Sent: 20 March 2001 15:25

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Re: disinfecting rotors

  Ben,

  The BMBL states that prions are inactivated by 1 N NaOH, sodium

hypochlorite (>2% free chlorine concentration).  That would take care of

your prion worries.  You can come back with a 10% bleach once the NaOH has

been thoroughly removed.

  Ben Owens wrote:

    Hello,

    What disinfectant(s) would be appropriate for cleaning a centrifuge

    rotor after spinning a lysate prepared from unfixed human brain?  Thanks

    in advance for your help.

    Ben

    --

    Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

    University of Nevada, Reno

    Environmental Health and Safety Department, MS 328

    Reno, NV 89557

    (775) 327-5196

    (775) 784-4553 fax
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM>

Subject:      Re: BL-3 Decon
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B&V TESTING out of Waltham

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Lefkin, Howard [SMTP:Howard.Lefkin@STATE.MA.US]

> Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2001 2:34 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      BL-3 Decon

>

> Can anyone recommend a company that performs gas decontamination of BL3

> facilities?  Preferably in the Boston area.

>

> Thank you.

>

> Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

> UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

> 305 South Street

> Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

> tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210, pager: 617-675-1896

> email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Andersen, Al" <Al.Andersen@UMASSMED.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BL-3 Decon
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Howard:

        B&V testing- 1 800 851 9081

               Al  Andersen, Chemical & Bio Safety Officer

               Environmental Health & Safety

               UMass Medical School

               Phone-508 856 6723

               Fax- 508-856-5410

-----Original Message-----

From: Lefkin, Howard [mailto:Howard.Lefkin@STATE.MA.US]

Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2001 2:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BL-3 Decon

Can anyone recommend a company that performs gas decontamination of BL3

facilities?  Preferably in the Boston area.

Thank you.

Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

305 South Street

Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210, pager: 617-675-1896

email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Mispagel <mispagel@CVM.VET.UGA.EDU>

Organization: UGA College of Vet Med

Subject:      Flanders HEPA decon
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I would like to communicate offline with anybody who uses

Flanders HEPA filter housings re. filter integrity testing and design

issues.  If you are familiar with these filter housings and the testing

regimen required, please email me at mispagel@vet.uga.edu

Thanks for your help.

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

Michael E. Mispagel, Ph.D.

College of Veterinary Medicine

University of Georgia

Athens, GA 30602

706-542-5875

mispagel@vet.uga.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 Mar 2001 10:12:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Proper containment in centrifuge rotors?

In-Reply-To:  <3AB7F402.FB8BDE0D@wpi.edu>
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Having used these for years, I doubt that there is any system that is 100%

reliable.  If your people are routinely spinning down large volumes of

cultures, there is going to be contamination.

Besides the issue of maintaining a seal at 20,000 g, there is also the issue

of operator error.  It is easy to contaminate the outside of a tube (and the

outside of the threads) while filling it, making the issue of cap integrity

irrelevant.  Even rinsing the tubes with bleach after filling and before

spinning would not eliminate a little contamination from liquid that was

stuck in the seal.  There is also the possibility (a certainty if you do

enough procedures) of getting a defective tube, cap, or seal.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of P. Moravek

> Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2001 7:21 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Proper containment in centrifuge rotors?

>

>

> Dear Biosafty List Folks,

>

> I'm eagerly watching the thread on disinfection of rotors after

> use with prions

> and it brings up many questions that I have about proper

> containment during

> centrifugation of all manner of biohazards (BSL 1 & 2 is what I'm

> trying to

> contain).

>

> Does anyone know of a very, very, very reliable capping system

> for oak ridge

> style centrifuge "bottles" that will not allow leakage of samples

> out of the

> bottle and into fixed angle rotors under normal superspeed

> conditions (say 10k

> to 20k rpms)?

>

> Or do folks rely on the lid & hub gaskets to "contain" any

> aerosols within the

> rotor itself, and then disinfect the rotor & lid after each use?  Do these

> gaskets actually work, or are the aerosols being removed from the

> centrifuge

> bowl environment (at these speeds isn't there vacuum in the bowl

> around the

> sealed rotor?)?  Do you then consider your vacuum pump oil biohazardous?

>

> Does the rotor lid/hud/gasket assembly actually contain

> aerosolization if there

> is a major tube (or bottle) failure?

>

> What about lower speeds?  Do capped "containment shield" systems

> on swinging

> bucket rotors work for aerosols and containment of tube breaks?

> What about

> conical disposable tubes--are the plug caps really working?

>

> Any information, pointers to web sites or publications would be greatly

> appreciated.

>

> Cheers!

>

> --Paula Moravek, Biosafety Officer

>    WPI

>    Worcester, MA  U.S.A.

>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Allan Bennett <Allan.Bennett@CAMR.ORG.UK>

Subject:      Re: Proper containment in centrifuge rotors?
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Dear BIOSAFTY members,

                                                       My group at the

Centre for Applied Microbiology and Research at Porton Down in the UK have

been testing the biocontainment of centrifuge rotors and buckets for the

past twenty years. The original technique we use is described in Harper, GJ

(1983) Evaluation of sealed containers for use in centrifuges by a dynamic

microbiological test method J Clin Pathol 37 1134-1139. The method is also

described in annex AA of the international standard IEC 1010-2-010. As we

carry out the testing on a commercial-in-confidence basis for a wide range

of centrifuge manufacturers in the Europe or the US we cannot give you any

specific information about individual rotors. However, to summarise we find

that approximately 90% of sealed angle-head rotors and 80% of sealed

buckets are able to contain bioaerosols. If you wish to know whether the

centrifuge rotors used in your laboratory will contain bioaerosols just ask

your supplier and they should be able to provide a copy of our test report.

Allan Bennett

Head of Biosafety Investigation Unit

Centre for Applied Microbiology and Research

Porton Down

UK SP4 0JG
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors

In-Reply-To:  <007901c0b1e3$deb377d0$8c3c5882@hss.oh.man.ac.uk>
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Available information from my researchers and the CDC recommends several

methods of decontamination.  So decontamination can be done.

My researchers are confident only of the sodium hydroxide method.

At this time we do not have our prion contaminated material autoclaved.

We have it burned in a HIGH temperature incinerator.

The effectiveness of bleach is questionable according to my researchers.

Formic acid also works well.

Formaldehyde has limited effectiveness.

We are looking into a sodium hydroxide bath process that will dessolve

tissues as the final solution.  No decision has been made at this time.

>    When I  replied a few minutes back about rotor disinfection, I had not

>realised that  prions were involved. As the rotor will not survive

>alkaline conditions, the  answer is that the rotor cannot be disinfected.

>You need to practice prevention,  by using sealed tubes and buckets which

>are capable of disinfection, so that the  rotor has little chance of

>becoming contaminated. In the UK, we  are required to keep separate labs

>and equipment for work with prions and  not use it for non-prion purposes.

>When the lab ceases prion work, anything that  cannot be properly

>decontaminated must be destroyed. Hence a rotor would be  treated with

>bleach and strong alkali before disposal as scrap  metal.

>

>Best wishes

>

>Stuart

>

>Dr Stuart  Thompson

>University Biological Safety Officer

>Health & Safety  Services

>University of Manchester

>Waterloo Place

>182/184 Oxford  Road

>Manchester M13 9GP

>tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

>fax: +44 (0)161 275  6989

>mobile 07946 022 698

>stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

>

>

>

>   -----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List    [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>Behalf Of Mark    Campbell

>Sent: 20 March 2001 15:25

>To:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: disinfecting    rotors

>

>Ben,

>

>The BMBL states that prions are inactivated by 1 N NaOH, sodium

>hypochlorite (>2% free chlorine concentration).  That would    take care

>of your prion worries.  You can come back with a 10% bleach    once the

>NaOH has been thoroughly removed.

>

>Ben Owens wrote:

>

>Hello,

>

>What disinfectant(s) would be appropriate for cleaning a centrifuge

>rotor after spinning a lysate prepared from unfixed human brain?       Thanks

>in advance for your help.

>

>Ben

>--

>Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

>University of      Nevada, Reno

>Environmental Health and Safety Department, MS 328

>Reno, NV 89557

>(775) 327-5196

>(775) 784-4553  fax

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Subject:      Should training beyond Blood Borne Pathogens be offered?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We are considering some form of biosafety training besides blood borne

pathogen due to the large increase in researchers working with recombinant

adenoviruses. Does anybody currently offer training other than blood borne

pathogen training.

Domenico Luongo, MSc., CHMM

Environmental Health Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Wayne State University

5425 Woodward Ave., Suite 300

Detroit, Michigan  48202

(313) 993-7679

Fax: (313) 993-4079

---

Outgoing mail is certified Virus Free.

Checked by AVG anti-virus system (http://www.grisoft.com).

Version: 6.0.237 / Virus Database: 115 - Release Date: 3/7/01
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From:         Domenico Luongo <d.luongo@WAYNE.EDU>

Subject:      oncogenes in viral vectors
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A number of our researchers are undertaking research involving known

oncogenes in viral vectors. We are grappling with how to handle this group

and any additional requirements beyond BSL2 which may be required. I am

curious as to how other university's are handling this issue.

Domenico Luongo, MSc., CHMM

Environmental Health Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Wayne State University

5425 Woodward Ave., Suite 300

Detroit, Michigan  48202

(313) 993-7679

Fax: (313) 993-4079

---

Outgoing mail is certified Virus Free.

Checked by AVG anti-virus system (http://www.grisoft.com).

Version: 6.0.237 / Virus Database: 115 - Release Date: 3/7/01
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From:         "Volz, Mike (DHS-DLS)" <MVolz@DHS.CA.GOV>

Subject:      FW: Rejected posting to BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
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Please note Dr. Macher's request and respond directly to her at her e-mail

address. Thank you.

-----Original Message-----

From: Macher, Janet (DHS-EHLB)

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2001 12:43 PM

To: Volz, Mike (DHS-DLS)

Subject: FW: Rejected posting to BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Could you forward the following message to the Biosafety list for me?

Thanks.  JM

I need a reference on whether or not airborne viruses (as expelled from an

infected person) could pass through a HEPA filter in a recirculating

ventilation system (in this case in an aircraft).

I can discuss the fact that few coughed or sneezed viruses would be single

units nor would they be naked, thus, would not be as small as described in

micro texts (<0.3 um).  I'd like to add available references where HEPA

filters (for BSCs or respirators) have been challenged with single, clean

viruses to determine what percentage penetrate.

I'm hoping someone on the list has addressed this question before and has

this info readily available.

Janet M. Macher, Sc.D., M.P.H.

State of California, Department of Health Services

Environmental Health Laboratory Branch

Division of Environmental and Occupational Disease Control

2151 Berkeley Way, Rm 334

Berkeley, CA  94704-1011

Bus: (510) 540-3130

Bus Fax: (510) 540-3022

Requests for Information/Assistance: (510) 540-2476

E-mail: JMacher@dhs.ca.gov; Macher, Janet (DHS-EHLB)

Web: www.cal-iaq.org
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A new biosafety cabinet was used by our researchers. However, 50% of

their cell lines got contaminated.  The cabinet was certified on-site by

the manufacturer using British standard last month.  Every test

including the KI disc test was passed.  When I did the smoke test that

specified in NSF, the smoke pattern was passed though there is slow

inflow in the right side of cabinet.

I have also observed the layout of the apparatus and the laboratory

procedure during the experiment.  The microbiological practice was well

performed.  Investigation is still in progress.

Did anyone have such experience to trace the source of contamination?

Did you test the biosafety cabinet using the combination of standards?

Regards,

Y K Wan

Safety Officer

Chinese University of Hong Kong

email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk
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From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: disinfecting rotors
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But all the treatment options, especially NaOH, will weaken the rotor and

induce catastrophic failure. In the U.K., they would be absolutely

prohibited.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Robert N. Latsch

> Sent: 21 March 2001 19:10

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: disinfecting rotors

>

>

> Available information from my researchers and the CDC recommends several

> methods of decontamination.  So decontamination can be done.

>

> My researchers are confident only of the sodium hydroxide method.

>

> At this time we do not have our prion contaminated material autoclaved.

> We have it burned in a HIGH temperature incinerator.

> The effectiveness of bleach is questionable according to my researchers.

> Formic acid also works well.

> Formaldehyde has limited effectiveness.

>

> We are looking into a sodium hydroxide bath process that will dessolve

> tissues as the final solution.  No decision has been made at this time.

>
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We had the same problem with one of our research projects. Oncogenes

in viral vectors is mostly not a good idea, from a biosafety

perspective. In some cases developers of commercial viral vectors

actually state that oncogenes should not be used with these vectors.

This is especially true for any virus infectious for humans.

If there are no other sensible alternatives, host cell lines need to

be characterized for contaminating wild-type virus or at least cell

lines transfected with such contructs should be screened for

replication-competent modified virus.

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer L=E4nde 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615

EMAIL: doblhoff@edv2.boku.ac.at

WWW: http://www.boku.ac.at/iam/efb/doblhoff/doblhoff.htm
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At 05:38 PM 03/21/01 -0500, Domenico Luongo wrote:

>A number of our researchers are undertaking research involving known

>oncogenes in viral vectors. We are grappling with how to handle this group

>and any additional requirements beyond BSL2 which may be required. I am

>curious as to how other university's are handling this issue.

A complex question.  First one most consider the viral vector.  If it is

ecotropic (nonhuman host range) then it is relatively safe for the

researchers regardless of whether it is replication competent or not.  In

cell culture  this type of research is often level 1.  In animals the level

may need to go up to prevent transmission in the animal colony.  If the

virus does have humans in the host range then the base level is 2+ and may

go either up or down depending upon: what the virus is (whether it is:

replication competent, defective, integrates into the genome,

infectivity/pathogenicity, route(s) of transmission),

quantity/concentration of the virus, in tissue culture or in animals.  At

MIT we will drop the containment to level 2 if the virus is defective AND

once it has integrated into the genome (i.e. no more free virus).

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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>Does anybody currently offer training other than blood borne

>pathogen training.

Absolutely! Initial training before lab access is granted as well as

mandatory annual refreshers.

We conduct our Biological Safety training in two parts: a section presenting

basic requirements as well as more company-specific requirements, followed

by one focussing on the Bloodborne Pathogens Standard. We work with dozens

of infectious agents not covered by OSHA's standard, so limiting our

training to only the BBP standard would be of little value.

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com <mailto:Rnorman@bioreliance.com>

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Paula,

Your inquiry concerning rotor safety addresses an important problem.  The

o-rings on the rotors should be considered to be no more than a secondary

level of containment.  The primary level of containment should be at the

level of the tubes or bottles within the rotor.  This is important whether

the centrifuge is low, high or ultra speed.  Nalgene makes a line of tubes

and bottles that I have found to be quite good in containing RG1, RG2 and

certain RG3 agents.  The tubes have a stopper with an integral o-ring

retained by a screw-cap closure.  The configuration has the same dimensions

as an Oak Ridge tube.  Other sizes are available.  The ones we have used are

Nalgene part no. 3430-2526.  These tubes have been used in my lab in a

Beckman 60Ti rotor at 35000 rpm (~125000xg).  No leakage has been detected.

Beckman manufactures a similar line.

The integrity of the tube as well as the quality of the seal must be

determined before use.  In all cases, the tubes should be filled and emptied

in a certified biosafety cabinet.  Others have indicated that it is possible

(likely) to contaminate the threads of the tube during the filling process.

To neutralize this problem, we also insert and remove the tubes to and from

the rotor in the cabinet.  The rotor is not opened outside of the biosafety

cabinet.  Decontamination of the rotor and tubes can be completed in the

biosafety cabinet.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Email: umbcb@gemini.oscs.montana.edu

Internet: http://gemini.oscs.montana.edu/umbcb/

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of P. Moravek

Sent: Tuesday, March 20, 2001 5:21 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Proper containment in centrifuge rotors?

Dear Biosafty List Folks,

I'm eagerly watching the thread on disinfection of rotors after use with

prions

and it brings up many questions that I have about proper containment during

centrifugation of all manner of biohazards (BSL 1 & 2 is what I'm trying to

contain).

Does anyone know of a very, very, very reliable capping system for oak ridge

style centrifuge "bottles" that will not allow leakage of samples out of the

bottle and into fixed angle rotors under normal superspeed conditions (say

10k

to 20k rpms)?

Or do folks rely on the lid & hub gaskets to "contain" any aerosols within

the

rotor itself, and then disinfect the rotor & lid after each use?  Do these

gaskets actually work, or are the aerosols being removed from the centrifuge

bowl environment (at these speeds isn't there vacuum in the bowl around the

sealed rotor?)?  Do you then consider your vacuum pump oil biohazardous?

Does the rotor lid/hud/gasket assembly actually contain aerosolization if

there

is a major tube (or bottle) failure?

What about lower speeds?  Do capped "containment shield" systems on swinging

bucket rotors work for aerosols and containment of tube breaks?  What about

conical disposable tubes--are the plug caps really working?

Any information, pointers to web sites or publications would be greatly

appreciated.

Cheers!

--Paula Moravek, Biosafety Officer

   WPI

   Worcester, MA  U.S.A.
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David Silberman was having trouble sending to the listserv, so this is his

response via the list owner:

>Subject: Re: Should training beyond Blood Borne Pathogens be offered?

>Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>

>Question:

>

>Does anybody currently offer training other than blood borne pathogen

>training?

>

>Response:

>

>At Stanford, the School of Medicine requires an integrated training

>class in emergency preparedness, biosafety (non BBP), and chemical

>safety be taken when all research personnel (PIs, Post Docs, graduate

>students, visitors, etc.) begin laboratory work.  This is a "live"

>seminar and takes about two and a half hours (this includes a 15

>minute break for really good refreshments) to complete.  We hand out

>a hard copy manual which is also available on line in a pdf format.

>Information on taking our on-line BBP program is given during the

>biosafety portion of the class.

>

>

>

>

>David H. Silberman

>Director, Health and Safety Programs

>Stanford University School of Medicine

>Medical School Office Building

>Stanford, CA 94305   Mail Code: 5460

>

>650 723-6336 (DIRECT LINE)

>650 725-7878 (FAX)

>silberman@stanford.edu

>

><http://somsafety.stanford.edu>http://somsafety.stanford.edu

>

>

>David H. Silberman

>Director, Health and Safety Programs

>Stanford University School of Medicine

>Medical School Office Building

>Stanford, CA 94305   Mail Code: 5460

>

>650 723-6336 (DIRECT LINE)

>650 725-7878 (FAX)

>silberman@stanford.edu

>

><http://somsafety.stanford.edu>http://somsafety.stanford.edu
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Leslie, I have looked into this for application here  and found the best data to

be in   M. Maurin and D. Raoult, 1999 Q Fever, Clinical Microbiology Reviews,p

518-553.

 I also emailed Dr Raoult in  Dec 1999 with specific questions about whether

lung tissue from sheep or cow ovaries are likely  to be infected tissues. He

replied that  the organism does not live  chronically in lungs and associated

fluids. He did not consider cow ovaries to be a risk.

 However, I would advise you to investigate the Q fever status of the sheep

flock that is being used and get the records in writing from your supplier and

to take all possible measures to use Q fever - ve sheep and to to constant

serological surveillance of both sheep and people. I would also recommend

Biosafety Level 2 practices and Procedures for handling sheep tissue where

aerosol generation is possible i.e use a bsc if possible. If it is not then I

would advise respiratory protection for the personnel.

Gillian

"Hofherr, Leslie" wrote:

> Good Afternoon,

>

> Does anyone know if Coxiella burnetii has been found or is expected to be

> found in sheep lung tissue of pregnant ewes? Is there a reference in the

> literature stating in what tissues it is expected to be found?

> The references I have found stated the obvious -- Coxiella burnetii is found

> in birth products -- placenta, amniotic fluid and fetal membranes and in

> urine, feces and milk.

>

> Thanks for any information you provide!

>

> Sincerely,

> Leslie Hofherr

> UCLA, EH&S

> (310) 206-3929 phone

> (310) 825-7076 fax

> leslie@admin.ucla.edu

--

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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A thought came to mind.  Carbon fiber-based rotors are available.  This

website http://www.piramoon.com/chemical.htm lists chemical resistance as

excellent to hypochlorite and caustics.  May help to solve the problem.

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2001 2:10 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: disinfecting rotors

Available information from my researchers and the CDC recommends several

methods of decontamination.  So decontamination can be done.

My researchers are confident only of the sodium hydroxide method.

At this time we do not have our prion contaminated material autoclaved.

We have it burned in a HIGH temperature incinerator.

The effectiveness of bleach is questionable according to my researchers.

Formic acid also works well.

Formaldehyde has limited effectiveness.

We are looking into a sodium hydroxide bath process that will dessolve

tissues as the final solution.  No decision has been made at this time.

>    When I  replied a few minutes back about rotor disinfection, I had not

>realised that  prions were involved. As the rotor will not survive

>alkaline conditions, the  answer is that the rotor cannot be disinfected.

>You need to practice prevention,  by using sealed tubes and buckets which

>are capable of disinfection, so that the  rotor has little chance of

>becoming contaminated. In the UK, we  are required to keep separate labs

>and equipment for work with prions and  not use it for non-prion purposes.

>When the lab ceases prion work, anything that  cannot be properly

>decontaminated must be destroyed. Hence a rotor would be  treated with

>bleach and strong alkali before disposal as scrap  metal.

>

>Best wishes

>

>Stuart

>

>Dr Stuart  Thompson

>University Biological Safety Officer

>Health & Safety  Services

>University of Manchester

>Waterloo Place

>182/184 Oxford  Road

>Manchester M13 9GP

>tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

>fax: +44 (0)161 275  6989

>mobile 07946 022 698

>stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

>

>

>

>   -----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List    [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>Behalf Of Mark    Campbell

>Sent: 20 March 2001 15:25

>To:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: disinfecting    rotors

>

>Ben,

>

>The BMBL states that prions are inactivated by 1 N NaOH, sodium

>hypochlorite (>2% free chlorine concentration).  That would    take care

>of your prion worries.  You can come back with a 10% bleach    once the

>NaOH has been thoroughly removed.

>

>Ben Owens wrote:

>

>Hello,

>

>What disinfectant(s) would be appropriate for cleaning a centrifuge

>rotor after spinning a lysate prepared from unfixed human brain?

Thanks

>in advance for your help.

>

>Ben

>--

>Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

>University of      Nevada, Reno

>Environmental Health and Safety Department, MS 328

>Reno, NV 89557

>(775) 327-5196

>(775) 784-4553  fax

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Does anyone know of a virus that can be used at BSL 1 and makes plaques in

cell culture in 2 days or 5 days.

Currently our undergraduate virology teaching lab is using a lab adapted

strain or attenuated strain of VSV for plaque assay experiments "because it

makes plaques in 2 days". The class is a Tuesday/Thursday class.

Thanks for any information,

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA, EH&S

(310) 206-3929

leslie@admin.ucla.edu
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Leslie -

Unless mammalian cell culture is a mandatory part of the class, you might

consider using bacteriophages.  They're extremely safe and make plaques

very quickly on a "lawn" of bacteria.  Their simplicity of use and the

rapidity with which they do their thing makes it possible to use the phage

plaque assay system for teaching other quantitative concepts of virology,

such as ID50s and quantitative plaque assays.  It also allows the

instructor to teach about viral vectors and genetic manipulation.  Finding

a mammalian virus with a replication cycle fast enough to yield visible

plaques in 2 days will be a challenge - I know of none right off hand.

Even the fast picornaviruses like polio take 3-5 days to produce CPE and a

plaque is nothing but localized CPE.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

 ===========================================================================

====

At 11:18 AM 3/23/01 -0800, you wrote:

>Does anyone know of a virus that can be used at BSL 1 and makes plaques in

>cell culture in 2 days or 5 days.

>Currently our undergraduate virology teaching lab is using a lab adapted

>strain or attenuated strain of VSV for plaque assay experiments "because it

>makes plaques in 2 days". The class is a Tuesday/Thursday class.

>

>Thanks for any information,

>

>Leslie Hofherr

>UCLA, EH&S

>(310) 206-3929

>leslie@admin.ucla.edu

>
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Leslie,

I do not know of any animal viruses at BSL1 that will plaque in 2 to 5 days.

We teach a virology lab and use mengovirus 37A and MHV-A59 for the labs.

Both are RG2 agents, but neither causes disease in humans (we have used both

for about 20 years).  There are some nice advantages to these viruses to

demonstrate different host ranges, CPE, etc.  VSV is an RG2 as well and has

been known to cause stomach "distress" in humans.  A good virology lab is

tough to run.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Email: umbcb@gemini.oscs.montana.edu

Internet: http://gemini.oscs.montana.edu/umbcb/

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Hofherr, Leslie

Sent: Friday, March 23, 2001 12:19 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Virology Teaching Lab

Does anyone know of a virus that can be used at BSL 1 and makes plaques in

cell culture in 2 days or 5 days.

Currently our undergraduate virology teaching lab is using a lab adapted

strain or attenuated strain of VSV for plaque assay experiments "because it

makes plaques in 2 days". The class is a Tuesday/Thursday class.

Thanks for any information,

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA, EH&S

(310) 206-3929

leslie@admin.ucla.edu
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I appreciate being able to read all the discussions, but I find that

all the vcf files that are attached as business cards or signatures

really annoying. Please, if you send in contributions, don't

automatically send your .vcf file.
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HI Leslie,

I don't know if humans can get this - the Canadians at their animal research

labs would probably know.  I would check with them first to see if they have any

indication now if it causes disease in humans before you give it to the students

to handle.  It doesn't have a Human risk group classification.  It's called IBV,

Infectious Bovine Rhinotrachyitis virus (not certain of the spelling).  Way back

in 1969/70, I was a research tech at a Vet Pharmaceutical Co.  This was before

'biosafety' as we now know it and we would mouth pipette it [the wild type

challenge virus and the vaccine version].  We grew this virus on primary bovine

kidney cell cultures.  It gave a distinctive CPE of rounded cells with plaques

in the center in 2 to 3 days.  The entire cell sheet would slough at 3 days when

we inoculated at around 10^4.5 TCid50.  It is a Herpes virus --> typical Herpes

CPE.  It was easy to recognize and titrate and we did serum neutralizations with

it too.  The company, Jensen Salsbury - out of Kansas City MO -  was developing

a vaccine for it.  And the vaccine showed the same CPE.  It was a 'shipping

fever vaccine'.  The research director's name then was Judsen Todd.  He might

still be there.  They might still be making this vaccine.  Last time I contacted

Dr. Todd was in the late 70's.  Back then we had VSV in the lab too.  But the

management considered that virus too dangerous for a green tech to handle.  They

wore masks when working with VSV but no precautions taken for IBV then.  Boy how

times change!

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

MD Anderson Cancer Center

Houston, Tx

"Hofherr, Leslie" <Leslie@ADMIN.UCLA.EDU> on 03/23/2001 01:18:43 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

Subject:  Virology Teaching Lab

Does anyone know of a virus that can be used at BSL 1 and makes plaques in

cell culture in 2 days or 5 days.

Currently our undergraduate virology teaching lab is using a lab adapted

strain or attenuated strain of VSV for plaque assay experiments "because it

makes plaques in 2 days". The class is a Tuesday/Thursday class.

Thanks for any information,

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA, EH&S

(310) 206-3929

leslie@admin.ucla.edu
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  To those interested or if you know of someone who may be interested in

  a R&D Safety/Industrial Hygiene Position within a Pharmaceutical

  company please refer to the following web site:

  http://respond.webhire.com/pnu/IndexPharm.htm

  put in the boxes,

  City/Province:   Kalamazoo

  State/Country:   Michigan

  Region:    North America

  Key words:   Safety

  The Req number is 01-2107, posting date is:  03/14/2001.

  This position will support the Pharmacia Corp., Kalamazoo, Michigan

  based R&D location.

  Thanks you,

  Patty Olinger

  Pharmacia
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Can anyone suggest a way of disposing of Burkholderia cepacia colonies

on agar containing 25 ug/ml mercusic chloride?

 We can't autoclave it as the mercuric chloride would contaminate the

autoclave;can't incinerate because the mercury would contaminate the

emissions. Can colonies be effectively decontaminated by  e.g. bleach

and then the bleach be disposed of as chemical waste?

 Any other ideas?

Thanks,

Gillian

--

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Delpin, Leslie" <lm.delpin@UCONN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Virology Teaching Lab

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Leslie,

I agree with Glen.  There are several simple, yet elegant phage experiments

that illustrate the basic principles within the Tues/Thurs lab schedule.

Leslie Delpin RBP, SM/NRM, CBSP

Biological Health and Safety Manager

University of Connecticut

Environmental Health and Safety U-97

3102 Horsebarn Hill Road

Storrs, CT 06269-4097

Tel:  860-486-2436

Fax:  860-486-1106

E-mail:  lm.delpin@uconn.edu

 -----Original Message-----

From:   Glenn Funk [mailto:gfunk@AVIRON.COM]

Sent:   Friday, March 23, 2001 2:49 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Virology Teaching Lab

Leslie -

Unless mammalian cell culture is a mandatory part of the class, you might

consider using bacteriophages.  They're extremely safe and make plaques

very quickly on a "lawn" of bacteria.  Their simplicity of use and the

rapidity with which they do their thing makes it possible to use the phage

plaque assay system for teaching other quantitative concepts of virology,

such as ID50s and quantitative plaque assays.  It also allows the

instructor to teach about viral vectors and genetic manipulation.  Finding

a mammalian virus with a replication cycle fast enough to yield visible

plaques in 2 days will be a challenge - I know of none right off hand.

Even the fast picornaviruses like polio take 3-5 days to produce CPE and a

plaque is nothing but localized CPE.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

 ===========================================================================

====

At 11:18 AM 3/23/01 -0800, you wrote:

>Does anyone know of a virus that can be used at BSL 1 and makes plaques in

>cell culture in 2 days or 5 days.

>Currently our undergraduate virology teaching lab is using a lab adapted

>strain or attenuated strain of VSV for plaque assay experiments "because it

>makes plaques in 2 days". The class is a Tuesday/Thursday class.

>

>Thanks for any information,

>

>Leslie Hofherr

>UCLA, EH&S

>(310) 206-3929

>leslie@admin.ucla.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 27 Mar 2001 08:47:59 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd: Thanks

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_88819455==_.ALT"

--=====================_88819455==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>

>Return-Path: <CNordqvist@AOL.COM>

>Received: from MITVMA (NJE origin SMTP@MITVMA) by MITVMA.MIT.EDU (LMail

>V1.2c/1.8c) with BSMTP id 6519; Tue, 27 Mar 2001 03:32:17 -0500

>Received: from imo-r18.mx.aol.com [152.163.225.72] by mitvma.mit.edu (IBM

>VM SMTP Level 320) via TCP with SMTP ; Tue, 27 Mar 2001 03:32:13 EST

>X-Comment: mitvma.mit.edu: Mail was sent by imo-r18.mx.aol.com

>Received: from CNordqvist@aol.com

>         by imo-r18.mx.aol.com (mail_out_v29.5.) id a.12.ab6298a (4000)

>          for <biosafty@mitvma.mit.edu>; Tue, 27 Mar 2001 03:33:16 -0500 (EST)

>From: CNordqvist@aol.com

>Message-ID: <12.ab6298a.27f1aa4c@aol.com>

>Date: Tue, 27 Mar 2001 03:33:16 EST

>Subject: Medical/pharma/agro/chem/biol/lab Abbreviations

>To: biosafty@mitvma.mit.edu

>MIME-Version: 1.0

>Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

>boundary="part1_12.ab6298a.27f1aa4c_boundary"

>Content-Disposition: Inline

>X-Mailer: AOL 6.0 for Windows UK sub 58

>

>

>--part1_12.ab6298a.27f1aa4c_boundary

>Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

>Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

>

>Dear Readers

>

>I would like to thank everyone who sent us acronyms and abbreviations.  Over

>the last ten days we have managed to increase the size of our list

>dramatically.

>

>www.pharma-lexicon.com

>

>We are building a list of all Medical/pharma/agro/chem/biol/lab

>abbreviations/acronyms there are worldwide.  New ones (and corrections) would

>be dearly appreciated.

>

>Yours Sincerely

>

>Christian Nordqvist

>Co-Webmaster

>http://www.pharma-Lexicon.com

>83 Filsham Road, St. Leonards, E Sussex TN380PE, United Kingdom

>Tel: +44 1424 434208  Fax: +44 1424 716516

>webmaster@pharma-lexicon.com

The above message was sent to the listowner as the listserv thought that it

was spam.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 27 Mar 2001 09:45:10 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: question

In-Reply-To:  <3ABF9D43.1B0B8CD8@julian.uwo.ca>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_92254364==_.ALT"

--=====================_92254364==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

B. cepacia is not particularly hardy so any of the common disinfectants

would work - phenolics, iodines, alcohol, hydrogen peroxide, formalin,

etc.  You could also just hold the plates till they desiccate - less

chemical waste to dispose of.

At 02:49 PM 03/26/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Can anyone suggest a way of disposing of Burkholderia cepacia colonies

>on agar containing 25 ug/ml mercusic chloride?

>

>  We can't autoclave it as the mercuric chloride would contaminate the

>autoclave;can't incinerate because the mercury would contaminate the

>emissions. Can colonies be effectively decontaminated by  e.g. bleach

>and then the bleach be disposed of as chemical waste?

>

>  Any other ideas?

>

>Thanks,

>Gillian

>--

>------------------------------------------------------------------

>Gillian Norton

>Biosafety Officer

>The University of Western Ontario

>Occupational Health and Safety

>Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

>Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

>FAX:   (519)661-3420

>-------------------------------------------------------------------

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 27 Mar 2001 11:04:38 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lori Nicholson <Lori_Nicholson@POWDERJECT.COM>

Subject:      Noise

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Good Morning Bio Groupies:

I wonder if any of you out there may have the name of a expert on noise. I

need to contact someone with expertise in impact noise measuring,

evaluating and reducing sound levels from a sound similar to that of a gun

shot.

Do any of you know of a person?

Lor

Lori Nicholson

Corporate Manager of EH&S

PowderJect

Madison, WI 53711

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 27 Mar 2001 10:59:04 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Noise

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Lori, You may contact a CIH in our department who has taught several classes

regarding noise. Her name is Judy McBride and her phone number is

205-934-1515. E mail is jmcbride@healthsafe.uab.edu. Hope this helps.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Lori Nicholson [mailto:Lori_Nicholson@POWDERJECT.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 11:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Noise

Good Morning Bio Groupies:

I wonder if any of you out there may have the name of a expert on noise. I

need to contact someone with expertise in impact noise measuring,

evaluating and reducing sound levels from a sound similar to that of a gun

shot.

Do any of you know of a person?

Lor

Lori Nicholson

Corporate Manager of EH&S

PowderJect

Madison, WI 53711

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 27 Mar 2001 12:10:21 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "McKinney, Patrick Mr USAMRIID"

              <Patrick.McKinney@DET.AMEDD.ARMY.MIL>

Subject:      Re: Noise

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Lori,

I would recommend contacting your local Industrial Hygienist to conduct the

monitoring, or whoever conducts your Medical Surveillance in the workplace

(usually an Industrial Hygienist, look for the Certified Industrial

Hygienist-CIH accreditation).  They can conduct a survey using a calibrated

noise dosimeter, and once completed recommend further action.

K. Patrick McKinney

Safety and Occupational Health Specialist

U.S.A.M.R.I.I.D.

Safety and Radiation Protection Office

1425 Porter Street

Ft. Detrick, MD  21702

(301) 619-2934

-----Original Message-----

From: Lori Nicholson [mailto:Lori_Nicholson@POWDERJECT.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 12:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Noise

Good Morning Bio Groupies:

I wonder if any of you out there may have the name of a expert on noise. I

need to contact someone with expertise in impact noise measuring,

evaluating and reducing sound levels from a sound similar to that of a gun

shot.

Do any of you know of a person?

Lor

Lori Nicholson

Corporate Manager of EH&S

PowderJect

Madison, WI 53711

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 27 Mar 2001 09:25:36 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Hanley <Bruce.Hanley@EHS.UCSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Noise

In-Reply-To:  <OFDB07452A.7757CF55-ON86256A1C.005D3146@powderject.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Hi Lori,

Any Industrial Hygienist can quantify the noise and establish whether

there's a legal exposure problem.  The trick is succesful exposure

reduction measures in a way that isn't cumbersome to the worker (ie

earmuff type PPE).  Regardless of whether the exposure is within legal

limits, it's important to make sure that workers aren't experiencing

discomfort.  The best control measure is enclosing the source with a

sound deadening material, where possible.

Bruce

On Tue, 27 Mar 2001 11:04:38 -0600 Lori Nicholson

<Lori_Nicholson@POWDERJECT.COM> wrote:

> Good Morning Bio Groupies:

>

> I wonder if any of you out there may have the name of a expert on noise. I

> need to contact someone with expertise in impact noise measuring,

> evaluating and reducing sound levels from a sound similar to that of a gun

> shot.

> Do any of you know of a person?

>

> Lor

>

>

>

> Lori Nicholson

> Corporate Manager of EH&S

> PowderJect

> Madison, WI 53711

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

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety/Industrial Hygiene

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 27 Mar 2001 11:27:29 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG>

Subject:      Laboratory exposure to brucella

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

List members,

        Please provide me any references you may have for recommended medical follow-up to employee potentially exposed to brucella in the laboratory.  Feel free to share any past experiences you may have had with this as well.  Thank you for your timely response.

Tom

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 27 Mar 2001 21:21:50 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Disposal of waste pharmacueticals (large volumes)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_34.12dd5fbd.27f2a4be_boundary"

--part1_34.12dd5fbd.27f2a4be_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Good evening to all:

Does anyone have a broker they may use for disposal of large quantities of

expired/returned/off-spec pharmaceuticals?

My question would not apply to most colleges and universities/smaller

research firms. Primarily for the larger pharmaceutical firms out there. I'm

trying to assist a company looking for a disposal site and a transporter who

will take the material.

I am aware of "brokers" for such type of waste.

Thank-you in advance for any assistance.

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 Mar 2001 09:52:58 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol Showalter <carol-showalter@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      Biosafety Assistant ad

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

<center>Biosafety Assistant

</center>

Position is in an established occupational health and safety program to

assist in the implementation and assessment of activities related to

Biological Safety and in evaluating chemical hazards in laboratories.

Required qualifications: a Bachelor's degree in biological sciences with

an emphasis on molecular biology, microbiology, or related field; two

years of chemistry courses; 1-2 years experience working in a laboratory

setting; and, experience in recombinant DNA technology.

Desirable qualifications: knowledge of biological safety principles and

practices; familiarity with federal/state regulations and guidelines;

ability to manage multiple projects; effective communications skills;

and, certification by the American Biological Safety Association (RBP or

CBSP-ABSA).

Salary range is $ 26,410 - $ 32,340.  Refer resumes to:  Carol Showalter,

Biosafety Professional, Health Protection Office, 120 Grand Avenue Court,

Iowa City, IA, 52242.  E-mail:  carol-showalter@uiowa.edu.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 Mar 2001 11:16:20 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of waste pharmacueticals (large volumes)

In-Reply-To:  <34.12dd5fbd.27f2a4be@aol.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Ed,

I have not had to do this in years.  The DEA had a program where one could

send to them expired controlled substances that they would then destroy.

check with them to see if this could help you.

Bob

>Good evening to all:

>

>Does anyone have a broker they may use for disposal of large quantities of

>expired/returned/off-spec pharmaceuticals?

>

>My question would not apply to most colleges and universities/smaller

>research firms. Primarily for the larger pharmaceutical firms out there. I'm

>trying to assist a company looking for a disposal site and a transporter who

>will take the material.

>

>I am aware of "brokers" for such type of waste.

>

>Thank-you in advance for any assistance.

>

>Regards,

>

>Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

>WNWN International

>PO Box 1164

>Burlington, Connecticut

>06013

>860-675-1217

>860-675-1311(fax)

>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 Mar 2001 12:27:27 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Laboratory exposure to brucella

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

The following article which may be useful to you:

Fiori, P.L. et. al. 2000. "Brucella abortus Infection Acquired in Microbiology

Laboratories" Journal of Clinical Microbiology 38: 2005-2006.  The abstract

states:

"We report an outbreak of laboratory-acquired Brucella abortus infection

originating in the accidental breakage of a centrifuge tube. A total of 12

laboratory workers were infected (attack rate of 31%), with an incubation time

ranging from 6 weeks to 5 months. Antibody titers were evaluated weekly in all

personnel exposed, allowing diagnosis of the infection in most cases before the

onset of clinical symptoms, so that specific therapy could be administrated."

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Thomas Goob [SMTP:tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG]

> Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2001 4:27 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Laboratory exposure to brucella

>

> List members,

>         Please provide me any references you may have for recommended medical

> follow-up to employee potentially exposed to brucella in the laboratory.  Feel

> free to share any past experiences you may have had with this as well.  Thank

> you for your timely response.

>

>

> Tom

>

>

>

>

>     |  |

>     |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

>    /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

>   /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

>  /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

> |          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

>  \________/

>  DIAGNOSTIC

>  LABORATORY

> SERVICES,INC.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 Mar 2001 12:37:41 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lenore Koliha <lkoliha@CREIGHTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of waste pharmacueticals (large volumes)

In-Reply-To:  <l03130300b6e7be88a1cc@[129.22.180.183]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Ed, The regulations for the disposal of controlled substances is generally

state specific.  I generally try to get the manufacturer to take them back

if possible.  Otherwise, we follow a chain of custody and have the State

Pharmacist dispose of them by incineration.

Hope this helps,

Lenore

On Wed, 28 Mar 2001, Robert N. Latsch wrote:

> Ed,

>

> I have not had to do this in years.  The DEA had a program where one could

> send to them expired controlled substances that they would then destroy.

> check with them to see if this could help you.

>

> Bob

>

> >Good evening to all:

> >

> >Does anyone have a broker they may use for disposal of large quantities of

> >expired/returned/off-spec pharmaceuticals?

> >

> >My question would not apply to most colleges and universities/smaller

> >research firms. Primarily for the larger pharmaceutical firms out there. I'm

> >trying to assist a company looking for a disposal site and a transporter who

> >will take the material.

> >

> >I am aware of "brokers" for such type of waste.

> >

> >Thank-you in advance for any assistance.

> >

> >Regards,

> >

> >Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

> >WNWN International

> >PO Box 1164

> >Burlington, Connecticut

> >06013

> >860-675-1217

> >860-675-1311(fax)

> >

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

>

       *****************************************************************

       *                                                               *

       * Lenore Koliha                 e-mail:  lkoliha@creighton.edu  *

       * Chemical Coordinator             ph#:  (402)546-6404          *

       * Dept. EH&S                       fax:  (402)546-6403          *

       * Creighton U.                                                  *

       * Jahn Bldg., Rm-110                                            *

       * 2204 Burt St.                                                 *

       * Omaha, NE  68178                                              *

       *****************************************************************

           The true measure of a man is not by the life he leads...

                      but by the memory he leaves behind.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 Mar 2001 15:08:47 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Scott, Wilmore Sherrick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

Subject:      shipping human blood

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I had a clinical researcher call me today and ask me where they can get

"certified" for shipping human blood.  Obviously I should be familiar with

this, but I am not sure what kind of "certifications" are needed for

shipping human blood.  This is something that was brought up to them from

our university compliance office.  They currently ship blood to a couple

different off site labs for testing.  They DO receive annual bloodborne

pathogen training.  I need to talk to our compliance office folks and see

what they are wanting... but I thought you all could give me the scoop.

Thank you,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 Mar 2001 13:38:33 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: shipping human blood

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

If this person actually signs the paperwork and packages the blood for

shipment, he needs training required by the U.S. DOT.

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Scott, Wilmore Sherrick

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Wednesday, March 28, 2001 1:08 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      shipping human blood

>

> I had a clinical researcher call me today and ask me where they can get

> "certified" for shipping human blood.  Obviously I should be familiar with

> this, but I am not sure what kind of "certifications" are needed for

> shipping human blood.  This is something that was brought up to them from

> our university compliance office.  They currently ship blood to a couple

> different off site labs for testing.  They DO receive annual bloodborne

> pathogen training.  I need to talk to our compliance office folks and see

> what they are wanting... but I thought you all could give me the scoop.

>

> Thank you,

>

> Rick Scott

> East Carolina University

>
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Depending on the status of the blood, the purpose of the shipment and the

type of transportation, DOT and/or IATA shipping and transportation

regulation might apply. Both organizations require successful training,

sometimes referred to as "certification".

Hope this helps.

Stefan

-------

Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

Michigan State University

C-126 Research Complex Engineering

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone: (517) 355-6503

Fax: (517) 353-4871

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Scott, Wilmore Sherrick

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 3:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: shipping human blood

I had a clinical researcher call me today and ask me where they can get

"certified" for shipping human blood.  Obviously I should be familiar with

this, but I am not sure what kind of "certifications" are needed for

shipping human blood.  This is something that was brought up to them from

our university compliance office.  They currently ship blood to a couple

different off site labs for testing.  They DO receive annual bloodborne

pathogen training.  I need to talk to our compliance office folks and see

what they are wanting... but I thought you all could give me the scoop.

Thank you,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University
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BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

>I had a clinical researcher call me today and ask me where they can get

>"certified" for shipping human blood.  Obviously I should be familiar with

>this, but I am not sure what kind of "certifications" are needed for

>shipping human blood.  This is something that was brought up to them from

>our university compliance office.  They currently ship blood to a couple

>different off site labs for testing.  They DO receive annual bloodborne

>pathogen training.  I need to talk to our compliance office folks and see

>what they are wanting... but I thought you all could give me the scoop.

>

>Thank you,

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University

The Department of Transportation (DOT) requires that those individuals

that ship hazardous materials be trained and certified.  Currently, human

blood is not a hazardous material and does not require training.

Infectious substances and dry ice are both regulated materials and

individuals that ship them must be trained and certified to do so.  There

is a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking out for comment by the DOT that will

make diagnostic specimens (human blood) a regulated material with training

requirements.

Jay Johnson

QuickSTAT

800-856-7828
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Jay:

do you have a website for the NPRM from DOT?

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave.

Denver, CO 80262

Phone:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

-----Original Message-----

From: Jay Johnson [mailto:Jay_Johnson@QINTL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2001 1:39 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: shipping human blood

There is a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking out for comment by the DOT =

that

will make diagnostic specimens (human blood) a regulated material with

training requirements.

Jay Johnson

QuickSTAT

800-856-7828
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Organization: The University of Western Ontario

Subject:      One more thing.....Re: shipping human blood
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Sorry Rick et al, I hit send without adding the following....

Under IATA there is a shipping name called "Diagnostic specimens"  which is

used for shipping samples with a low probability of risk groups 2 or 3

pathogens and definitely not group 4.  It doesn't have a UN number (yet) but

it does have packaging rules.

Last but not least there is another new class "Genetically modified

micro-organisms"  UN3245  So all you folks with them should also get the

training.  The fine in the United States for non compliance are well known up

here in Canada because they tend to be much heavier and also assigned to

individuals as well as corporations!

Dave

n:Griffith;David

tel;pager:restricted

tel;cell:restricted

tel;fax:519-661-3987

tel;home:restricted

tel;work:519-661-2036

x-mozilla-html:TRUE

url:www.uwo.ca/ohs

org:The University of Western Ontario;Occupational Health & Safety

adr:;;1151 Richmond St.;London;Ontario;N6A 5B9;Canada

version:2.1

email;internet:dgriffit@uwo.ca

title:Hazardous Materials Officer
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>There

>is a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking out for comment by the DOT that will

>make diagnostic specimens (human blood) a regulated material with training

>requirements.

Keep in mind, the NPR also proposes a complete exception from the HMR

requirements (which includes training) for diagnostic specimens transported

by private or contract motor carrier.

Copy is attached as pdf.

Hope this helps.

Stefan

------=_NextPart_000_0000_01C0B7A2.41ECD940

Content-Type: application/pdf;

        name="RSPA_NPR.pdf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="RSPA_NPR.pdf"
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This is one that does trip people up on occacasion.  Especialy the hospital

trained.

Bloodborne Pathogens does have a marking requirement to ship a bloodborne

pathogen.  Human blood I beleive can be marked as, "human blood". and that

is acceptable.

The other pitfall occurs because of the hazardous materials regulations.

Is the blood going to be shipped on dry ice or does the shipper know that

the blood is contaminated with a human pathogenic organism?

The use of dry ice means that the shipment will be a hazardous materials

shipment of dry ice.

The human pathogenic organism question trips a lot of researchers because

of universal precautions.  This is a yes no answer.

If yes, it is a hazardous material shipped as an infectious substance.

If no, then it is not regulated as a hazardous material for shipping.

If it is a hazardous materials shipment then the person doing the shipping

must be trained.

Hope this helps.

Bob

>I had a clinical researcher call me today and ask me where they can get

>"certified" for shipping human blood.  Obviously I should be familiar with

>this, but I am not sure what kind of "certifications" are needed for

>shipping human blood.  This is something that was brought up to them from

>our university compliance office.  They currently ship blood to a couple

>different off site labs for testing.  They DO receive annual bloodborne

>pathogen training.  I need to talk to our compliance office folks and see

>what they are wanting... but I thought you all could give me the scoop.

>

>Thank you,

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Hello Rick,

"Scott, Wilmore Sherrick" wrote:

> I had a clinical researcher call me today and ask me where they can get

> "certified" for shipping human blood.  Obviously I should be familiar with

> this, but I am not sure what kind of "certifications" are needed for

> shipping human blood.  This is something that was brought up to them from

> our university compliance office.  They currently ship blood to a couple

> different off site labs for testing.  They DO receive annual bloodborne

> pathogen training.  I need to talk to our compliance office folks and see

> what they are wanting... but I thought you all could give me the scoop.

What you will be looking at is having these individuals trained to the 49CFR

regulations.  You probably have people trained in this at your facility as it

is needed to ship, transport and receive dangerous goods.  A clinical lab

would have dry ice shipments (Carbon Dioxide, Solid  UN1845) and samples that

they know (or suspect) are infected with a risk group 2 or 3 pathogen and even

when there is the slightest chance for risk group 4 pathogen (Infectious

Substances blah blah  UN2814 or UN2900).  In addition to your federal

regulations there is a set of international rules from the United Nations

(hence the UN in the numbers) regarding dangerous goods.  You will find that

all airlines and most couriers follow the IATA Dangerous Goods Regulations,

even if your shipment is going to stay within the country.  For this reason I

would recommend IATA training as by following their rules you will have a

shipment that will meet the requirements of every country in the world,

including the US of A.

If you want a quick overview of the transportation of dangerous goods you can

go to my web page where I have a short "awareness" training presentation.

Although it has a Canadian flavour the rules are pretty much the same for the

basics.  Give it a try at http://www.uwo.ca/ohs/course/TDG%20PRESENTATION/

As for the trainers we use a company called The International Compliance

Centre http://www.thecompliancecenter.com  They carry everything you need from

training to supplies and they have offices in Canada and the United States.

Hope this helps you out.

Dave

n:Griffith;David

tel;pager:restricted

tel;cell:restricted

tel;fax:519-661-3987

tel;home:restricted

tel;work:519-661-2036

x-mozilla-html:TRUE

url:www.uwo.ca/ohs

org:The University of Western Ontario;Occupational Health & Safety

adr:;;1151 Richmond St.;London;Ontario;N6A 5B9;Canada

version:2.1

email;internet:dgriffit@uwo.ca

title:Hazardous Materials Officer
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Isn't there also an NPR our there that will allow that shipment that is not

an infectious material be called and infectious substance for the purposes

of shipment?

We have wrestled with that one since we do on occasion ship items that we

believe are dangerous(universl precautions), but we are not allowed to

declare or treat them as dangerous for the purposes of shipment because we

do not know that an infectious substance is present.

bob

>>There

>>is a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking out for comment by the DOT that will

>>make diagnostic specimens (human blood) a regulated material with training

>>requirements.

>

>Keep in mind, the NPR also proposes a complete exception from the HMR

>requirements (which includes training) for diagnostic specimens transported

>by private or contract motor carrier.

>

>Copy is attached as pdf.

>

>Hope this helps.

>

>Stefan

>

>Attachment converted: siberia:RSPA_NPR.pdf (PDF /CARO) (00002C88)

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Tom,

        We have one faculty member working with Brucella in the lab.  When she

started up her lab, I worked with her and our occupational health physician

and nurse to set up emergency procedures in case of exposure to Brucella.

        We have identified accidental situations which are considered exposures to

Brucella in her laboratory (eg self injection of Brucella, dropping of

contaminated cultures and others).  If any of these occur, the exposed

person reports to our health service.  Postexposure titers are drawn.  The

exposed person is treated with antibiotics and convalescent titers are also

drawn.

        Good references are "Control of Communicable Diseases Manual" by James

Chin put out by the American Public Health Association (APHA) and

"Biological Safety Principles and Practices" by Diane Fleming and Debra

Hunt.

Valerie Steinberg

At 11:27 AM 3/27/01 -1000, you wrote:

>List members,

>        Please provide me any references you may have for recommended

>medical follow-up to employee potentially exposed to brucella in the

>laboratory.  Feel free to share any past experiences you may have had with

>this as well.  Thank you for your timely response.

>

>

>Tom

>

>

>

>

>    |  |

>    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

>   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

>  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

> /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

>|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

> \________/

> DIAGNOSTIC

> LABORATORY

>SERVICES,INC.

>

Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D CIH CBSP

Environmental Health & Safety

N414 Morrill; University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA 01003

(413) 545-2682
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<color><param>0100,0100,0100</param>Dear all,

you wrote: </color>

Under IATA there is a shipping name called "Diagnostic

specimens"  which is used for shipping samples with a low

probability of risk groups 2 or 3 pathogens and definitely not group

4.  <bold>It doesn't have a UN number (yet) </bold>etc.

* It's UN 2814

Regards,

@win

<nofill>

E.M.M. Hagelen

occupational hygienist

University Medical Center

P.O.Box 85500

3508 GA Utrecht

The Netherlands

e.hagelen@azu.nl

tel. +31 30 2509091

fax. +31 30 2541770
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Subject:      dust mites

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Well, I would like to thank all that answered my question (re: shipping

human blood).   Thank you!  Since that went over so well, I have another

question:  We are having an IBC meeting today and we are hoping to make some

recommendations regarding research using dust mites.  The project entails

exposing rabbits to dust mite aerosol using a mask type device.  The

exposures will take place in a hood.  I am concerned that the animals will

be significantly "contaminated" especially around the head area after the

procedure.  So logic tells me that they should be handled with precautions

afterwards if we want to limit employee exposure.  (We are worried about

folks becoming sensitized/allergic reactions).  I am working with my Animal

Care & Use Committee and Employee Health folks on this.  Any comments,

concerns or random thoughts would be much appreciated.

Thanks again,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University
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The Occupational & Environmental Safety Office (OESO) at Duke Universit=

y &

Health System located in Durham, NC (USA) has a entry level vacancy wit=

hin

the Occupational Safety & Hygiene Division.  Some information about the=

position can be found below. Inquiries about the position can be made t=

o

Daniel James at (919) 684-5996 or by email at james028@mc.duke.edu.

______________________________________________

Available Position: Health & Safety Associate

This position has responsibility for performing duties related to

occupational safety and hygiene programs to ensure compliance with fede=

ral,

state and local safety and hygiene regulations.  These programs include=

construction safety, electrical safety, confined space entry, trenching=

 and

shoring, industrial truck safety, lock-out tagout, personal protective

equipment, respiratory protection, chemical hygiene, hazardous work

permits, exposure monitoring, engineering control design and evaluation=

,

etc.

Work Schedule:  The normal work schedule is 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM Monday

through Friday.  There is some schedule flexibility.  This position als=

o

serves as a rotating daytime responder for hazardous material incidents=

.

Minimum Education & Experience Requirements:

   Required Minimum Education:  Bachelor's degree in chemistry, physics=

,

   biology, industrial hygiene/safety, environmental management or

   equivalent.

   Additional Training/Experience:  0 - 2 years of appropriate experien=

ce

License or Certification Requirements:  None Required; IHIT or ASP

preferred

=
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This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand
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UN 2814 is Infectious Substances, affecting humans

The definitions below are straight form the 2001 IATA Dangerous Goods

Regulations:

Diagnostic Specimens are any human or animal material including, but not

limited to, excreta, secreta, blood and its components, tissue and tissue

fluids, being shipped for purposes of diagnosis, but excluding live infected

animals.

Diagnostic Specimens known not to contain pathogens in Risk Groups 2,3 or 4

are not restricted.

Diagnostic Specimens known or reasonably expected to contain pathogens in

Risk Groups 2,3 or 4 and those where a relatively low probability exists

that pathogens of risk group 4 are present fall under either UN 2814

(infectious substance, affecting humans) or UN 2900 (infectious substance,

affecting animals).

Diagnostic Specimens with a low probability of containing pathogens in Risk

Groups 2 or 3 do not have a UN number, but have specific instructions for

packaging and labeling.

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: E.M.M.Hagelen [mailto:e.hagelen@azu.nl]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 1:08 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: UN 2814

Dear all,

you wrote:

Under IATA there is a shipping name called "Diagnostic specimens" which is

used for shipping samples with a low probability of risk groups 2 or 3

pathogens and definitely not group 4. It doesn't have a UN number (yet) etc.

* It's UN 2814

Regards,

@win

E.M.M. Hagelen

occupational hygienist

University Medical Center

P.O.Box 85500

3508 GA Utrecht

The Netherlands

e.hagelen@azu.nl

tel. +31 30 2509091

fax. +31 30 2541770
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I bought a training video towards the latter half of last year.

This February I received an updated video from the company since the IATA

rules have changed. The new video contains the 42nd edition of IATA.

Therefore, I have to purchase this new video now.

  My questions are :

1. what has changed in the IATA regulations?

2. If I do not purchase the new video, am I out of compliance?

3. Is there some other way to obtain information on the IATA changes?

4. How often does IATA make changes?

Thanks for your input.

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu
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We would like to do an inventory of all the bio-hazardous substances on campus.

If any of you have developed a form that can effectively do that, could you

share that with me?

An electronic version would be helpful.

As always, thanks for your input.

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Mar 2001 15:03:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Joan Devastey <devastey@MAIL.TEMPLE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bio hazard inventory form

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I too would like to see such a form.

Joan deVastey, Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Radiation Safety Dept.

Temple University

3307 N. Broad St., Rm B-49

Philadelphia, PA  19140

Tel: 215-707-0106

>>> ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU 03/29/01 02:57PM >>>

We would like to do an inventory of all the bio-hazardous substances on =

campus.

If any of you have developed a form that can effectively do that, could =

you

share that with me?

An electronic version would be helpful.

As always, thanks for your input.

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Mar 2001 15:23:51 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Bio hazard inventory form

In-Reply-To:  <sac34ed2.031@mail.temple.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

The form I use is on my website at this address

http://web.ncifcrf.gov/Campus/safety/usedocs.stm

At 03:03 PM 3/29/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I too would like to see such a form.

>

>Joan deVastey, Biosafety Officer

>Environmental Health and Radiation Safety Dept.

>Temple University

>3307 N. Broad St., Rm B-49

>Philadelphia, PA  19140

>Tel: 215-707-0106

>

> >>> ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU 03/29/01 02:57PM >>>

>We would like to do an inventory of all the bio-hazardous substances on

>campus.

>If any of you have developed a form that can effectively do that, could you

>share that with me?

>An electronic version would be helpful.

>

>As always, thanks for your input.

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Office of Risk Management

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Mar 2001 15:21:26 +0300

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Mendoza <lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU>

Organization: VCU OEHS Biological/Chemical Safety Section

Subject:      Re: Bio hazard inventory form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------83910BA8C927DF9AA335BDFE"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------83910BA8C927DF9AA335BDFE

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Make that three of us.

Joan Devastey wrote:

> I too would like to see such a form.

>

> Joan deVastey, Biosafety Officer

> Environmental Health and Radiation Safety Dept.

> Temple University

> 3307 N. Broad St., Rm B-49

> Philadelphia, PA  19140

> Tel: 215-707-0106

>

> >>> ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU 03/29/01 02:57PM >>>

> We would like to do an inventory of all the bio-hazardous substances on campus.

> If any of you have developed a form that can effectively do that, could you

> share that with me?

> An electronic version would be helpful.

>

> As always, thanks for your input.

>

> Ninni Jacob, CHP

> Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> Office of Risk Management

> Brown University - Box 1914

> 164 Angell Street

> Providence, RI 02912

>

> Tel:401 863 1738

> Fax:401 863 7676

>

> email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

n:Mendoza;Larry

tel;pager:804-5762520

tel;fax:804-828-1773

tel;work:804-828-7899

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:hthttp://views.vcu.edu/oehs/chemical/lmendoza.html

org:Virginia Commonwealth University;Office of Environmental Health and Safety-Biological Chemical Safety Section

version:2.1

email;internet:lgmendoz@hsc.vcu.edu

title:Biosafety Inspector

adr;quoted-printable:;;Sanger Hall B2-004=0D=0A1101 East Marshall Street=0D=0APO Box 980112;Richmond;Virginia;23298-0112;USA

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Mar 2001 13:25:59 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bio hazard inventory form

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Hi

        It just so happens I am sending out surveys at this moment.  I use

an Access database and I am sending an Access form generated from the

database with the researcher's past information for them to update.

Sorry -- I couldn't send it electronically but these are the data fields.

Lab Room Number Lab Phone Number        Department      Building        PI's

Last Name       PI's First Name PI's Phone      Biosafety Level Research

Microorganisms  Recombinant DNA Biotoxins       Human Blood /OPIM

Animals Other Agents    Nature of Hazard        Biosafety Cabinet in Use

Decontamination CDC Select Agents

Nothing fancy, but it works.

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

Box 3413

Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Mar 2001 17:41:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Eric Cook <ecook@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Training for shipping infectious agents

In-Reply-To:  <4.2.0.58.20010329144958.0194bec0@postoffice.brown.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi Ninni,

Go to the Saf-T-Pak website: www.saftpak.com They publish an annual

breakdown of all of the IATA changes that affect Class 6.2. In my opinion,

you don't need to buy the new video. Since it is up to the employer to

determine if their employee training is adequate, you may decide that

printing an "errata" to compliment the video would be sufficient to

"certify" that an employee has been trained. Also note that 49 CFR requires

employees to be re-trained when the job function they perform is impacted

by a change to the regulations. This is in addition to the 3 year

retraining requirement. However, 49 CFR has not changed (as far as Class

6.2) for a while now, but keep an eye out for the upcoming notice for

proposed rulemaking. It should have significant impact on Class 6.2

Eric

At 02:54 PM 3/29/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I bought a training video towards the latter half of last year.

>This February I received an updated video from the company since the IATA

>rules have changed. The new video contains the 42nd edition of IATA.

>Therefore, I have to purchase this new video now.

>

>  My questions are :

>1. what has changed in the IATA regulations?

>2. If I do not purchase the new video, am I out of compliance?

>3. Is there some other way to obtain information on the IATA changes?

>4. How often does IATA make changes?

>

>Thanks for your input.

>

>

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Office of Risk Management

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

   _=====_

  ========

  | |  | |  | |  | |

  ========

   MIT BSO

Eric Cook, Asst. Biosafety Officer

Massachusetts Institute of Technology

Biosafety Office, 56-255

77 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139-4307

(Voice) 617-258-5648

(Fax)   617-258-5856

(E-mail)ecook@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Mar 2001 16:43:58 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lori Nicholson <Lori_Nicholson@POWDERJECT.COM>

Subject:      Re: Training for shipping infectious agents

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Ninni:

I would suggest a company called SafTPak. They also have a web site and

they often send information about IATA law changes.  Regulations change

regularly so I would make sure I had the most up to date information.

Lor

Lori Nicholson

Corporate Manager of EH&S

PowderJect

Madison, WI 53711

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Mar 2001 19:42:43 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Joe Murphy <jmurphy@MICROBIA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Training for shipping infectious agents-emergency contact?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="windows-1252"

Saf-T-Pak is a great resource. I have the training CD and shipping material

from them.

I have one question to the group though; what number have any of you put

down for the 24-Hour emergency contact. We are a small company. I'd put my

number down but I will be in the Philippines during the shipment of this

particular package. No one else is trained yet. Any suggestions?

Joe Murphy

Lab Manager

Microbia, Inc.

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY

The information contained in this electronic message and any attachments to

this message are intended for the exclusive use of the addressee(s) and may

contain confidential or privileged information. If you are not the intended

recipient, please notify the sender immediately at either (617) 456-3600, or

at cgilson@microbia.com, and destroy all copies of this message and any

attachments.  Thank you for your cooperation.

-----Original Message-----

From: Lori Nicholson [mailto:Lori_Nicholson@POWDERJECT.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 5:44 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Training for shipping infectious agents

Ninni:

I would suggest a company called SafTPak. They also have a web site and

they often send information about IATA law changes.  Regulations change

regularly so I would make sure I had the most up to date information.

Lor

Lori Nicholson

Corporate Manager of EH&S

PowderJect

Madison, WI 53711

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Mar 2001 08:38:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bio hazard inventory form

In-Reply-To:  <3AC328C5.34FCFD61@hsc.vcu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_254777911==_.ALT"

--=====================_254777911==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 03:21 PM 03/29/01 +0300, you wrote:

>Make that three of us.

>

>Joan Devastey wrote:

>

> > I too would like to see such a form.

Goto http://web.mit.edu/bso/www/forms.htm and click on Biological Agent

Registry Form

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Mar 2001 08:39:57 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Training for shipping infectious agents

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20010329173631.00b71470@hesiod>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi Eric:

I went to the web-site, but I did not  see the changes in IATA.

Actually I did buy the video from SAFTYPAK.

I bought it late last year, and I did not even get to open it.

Then they sent me the new video and said I had to pay another $200.

It would really help if I could find out what the changes are.

Thanks.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Mar 2001 08:59:42 -0500

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      prion question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------DA964FEAD3D31444AADEFD6D"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------DA964FEAD3D31444AADEFD6D

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

From the BMBL and other sources I have gleaned that appropriate

treatment of CJD+  liquids is to bring the sol'n to 1.0N NaOH and let

sit for 24 hrs. (in the absence of an autoclave able to attain 132 C).

Would this be applicable to treating formalin solutions in which CJD+

brain material has been fixed.

Thank you.

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Mar 2001 16:30:13 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Helmut Bachmayer <helmut.bachmayer@PHARMA.NOVARTIS.COM>

Subject:      Re: prion inactivation in formaldehyde treated tissue

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Dear Paul,

I just attended a Workshop on Prions earlier this week (Cambridge, UK).

David Taylor (Neuropathogenesis Unit, Sedecon 2000, Edinburgh, UK) gave an

interesting overview on conditions necessary to fully inactivate prions

(tested in a mouse model). The message was that prior fixation (e.g. by

formaldehyde, ethanol, SDS) stabilizes infectivity i.e. requiring harsher

conditions subsequently.

"Safe" conditions for full inactivation appear to be either 2 M NaOH

followed by autoclaving (20 min, 121 degrees centigrade) OR

boiling in 1 M NaOH for 1 hour.

If in doubt contact David Taylor.

Helmut

Prof. Dr. Helmut Bachmayer

Head, Corporate Biosafety

Novartis International AG

Vienna office: A-1235 Vienna / Austria, Brunnerstr. 59

Tel +43-1-86634-227, Fax +43-1-86634-727

Basel office: Tel +41-61-3243458, Fax +41-61-3243457

Internet: helmut.bachmayer@pharma.novartis.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Mar 2001 10:50:40 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce MacDonald <blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU>

Subject:      Biological Registration Forms

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

You can look at what we have on-line. Go to:

http://www2.ncsu.edu/ncsu/ehs/www99/left/bioSafe/index.html

Scroll to Appendix E.

******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Mar 2001 10:41:01 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Smith <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of waste pharmacueticals (large volumes)

In-Reply-To:  <Pine.HPX.4.05.10103281235280.29514-100000@bluejay.creighton.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I manage the waste for a manufacturer of pharmaceuticals.  Keep

in mind that "pharmaceuticals" includes biologics, not just

drugs.

The disposal must comply with EPA regulations (which can be

state-specific, if your state enforces chemical waste disposal).

The method for disposal is regulated by the EPA.  DEA, FDA, NRC,

and the other agencies can also dictate how you

handle/manage/document/control the product (depending on what it

is or what characteristics it has) - But you must make EPA happy

with the disposal method.

Treat it like any other waste:  characterize it, and then

contract for the appropriate disposal method.

For example, we manufacture rabies vaccine:  there's nothing

biohazardous about our rabies product.  It is not medical waste

(according to the State of Michigan).  It does, however, contain

thimerosal, a organomercuric compound, which makes it

(chemically) hazardous waste.  It gets disposed of as low

mercury waste, and goes through a chemical waste vendor.

On the other hand, Human Albumin product gets discarded as

medical waste.

The Human IG preserved with thimerosal (which meets the

definitions of both hazardous and medical waste) is another

story.

I periodically discard pharmaceuticals (biologics) in large

volumes.  If you are interested in a reference for who we deal

with, please contact me directly, off the list service and I

will share the information with you.

Peace,

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do You Yahoo!?

Get email at your own domain with Yahoo! Mail.

http://personal.mail.yahoo.com/?.refer=text

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Mar 2001 10:16:40 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG>

Subject:      Vaccination for meningococcus

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Just curious,

        does any of your institutions offer technologists working in microbiology (particularly hospital)labs vaccination for meningococcus?  Thanks,

Tom

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Mar 2001 15:19:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@OSPREY.SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Vaccination for meningococcus

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

slightly off topic...Maryland as of June 1, 2000 requires the vaccination =

of all residence college students or a signed waiver.  The implementation =

was a nightmare (mostly due to the time factor), but we are now in =

compliance.

We don't do much research here as we are undergrad only, so I do not think =

we offer the vaccine to faculty members (we only offered it to the =

students as a courtesy).

Also, I seem to recall a recent case nearby where a college student died =

even though she had had the vaccination.

Norm

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor

Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

Fax: 301-862-0281

email: NUMBerger@smcm.edu

For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"

>>> Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG> 03/30 3:16 PM >>>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Mar 2001 15:29:10 -0500

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      Re: prion inactivation in formaldehyde treated tissue

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------B9A11F09F94680E989370AD6"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------B9A11F09F94680E989370AD6

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Helmut,

Thank you for your detailed reply; do you have an address (e-mail) for Dr.

Taylor?

Thank you.

Helmut Bachmayer wrote:

> Dear Paul,

>

> I just attended a Workshop on Prions earlier this week (Cambridge, UK).

> David Taylor (Neuropathogenesis Unit, Sedecon 2000, Edinburgh, UK) gave an

> interesting overview on conditions necessary to fully inactivate prions

> (tested in a mouse model). The message was that prior fixation (e.g. by

> formaldehyde, ethanol, SDS) stabilizes infectivity i.e. requiring harsher

> conditions subsequently.

> "Safe" conditions for full inactivation appear to be either 2 M NaOH

> followed by autoclaving (20 min, 121 degrees centigrade) OR

> boiling in 1 M NaOH for 1 hour.

>

> If in doubt contact David Taylor.

>

> Helmut

>

> Prof. Dr. Helmut Bachmayer

> Head, Corporate Biosafety

> Novartis International AG

> Vienna office: A-1235 Vienna / Austria, Brunnerstr. 59

> Tel +43-1-86634-227, Fax +43-1-86634-727

> Basel office: Tel +41-61-3243458, Fax +41-61-3243457

> Internet: helmut.bachmayer@pharma.novartis.com

--------------B9A11F09F94680E989370AD6

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;-752

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------B9A11F09F94680E989370AD6--

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 2 Apr 2001 08:18:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Training for shipping infectious agents-emergency contact?

In-Reply-To:  <D11DC4B8D7B6D211B75300902732D2884E8D83@SERVER>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

The 24 hour emergency response number requires that somebody knowlegeble be

available at all times while the package is in transit.  Security often

does not have the background to meet this requirement.  We use a company

called Chemtell.  We fax them the shipping papers.  They are the initial

responder in case of an incident.

Chemitell can be reached at (813) 248-0573.

Hope this helps.

Bob

>Saf-T-Pak is a great resource. I have the training CD and shipping material

>from them.

>I have one question to the group though; what number have any of you put

>down for the 24-Hour emergency contact. We are a small company. I'd put my

>number down but I will be in the Philippines during the shipment of this

>particular package. No one else is trained yet. Any suggestions?

>

>Joe Murphy

>Lab Manager

>Microbia, Inc.

>

>

>STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY

>

>The information contained in this electronic message and any attachments to

>this message are intended for the exclusive use of the addressee(s) and may

>contain confidential or privileged information. If you are not the intended

>recipient, please notify the sender immediately at either (617) 456-3600, or

>at cgilson@microbia.com, and destroy all copies of this message and any

>attachments.  Thank you for your cooperation.

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Lori Nicholson [mailto:Lori_Nicholson@POWDERJECT.COM]

>Sent: Thursday, March 29, 2001 5:44 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Training for shipping infectious agents

>

>

>Ninni:

>I would suggest a company called SafTPak. They also have a web site and

>they often send information about IATA law changes.  Regulations change

>regularly so I would make sure I had the most up to date information.

>

>Lor

>

>Lori Nicholson

>Corporate Manager of EH&S

>PowderJect

>Madison, WI 53711

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Mon, 2 Apr 2001 09:13:07 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Training for shipping infectious agents

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20010329173631.00b71470@hesiod>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 05:41 PM 03/29/2001 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi Ninni,

>

>Go to the Saf-T-Pak website: www.saftpak.com They publish an annual

>breakdown of all of the IATA changes that affect Class 6.2. In my opinion,

>you don't need to buy the new video. Since it is up to the employer to

>determine if their employee training is adequate, you may decide that

>printing an "errata" to compliment the video would be sufficient to

>"certify" that an employee has been trained. Also note that 49 CFR requires

>employees to be re-trained when the job function they perform is impacted

>by a change to the regulations. This is in addition to the 3 year

>retraining requirement. However, 49 CFR has not changed (as far as Class

>6.2) for a while now, but keep an eye out for the upcoming notice for

>proposed rulemaking. It should have significant impact on Class 6.2

Eric:

I could not find that annual update.

Do you know what part of the site it is on?

thanks.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 3 Apr 2001 02:32:38 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type:  text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding:  7bit

Good evening/good morning to all:

I believe this question has be asked before and the answer will obviously be

based upon the degree of risk (infectious agent as well as procedure).

Q:

What is the best practice for disposal of serological pipettes (5-10cc) used

in a BSC? Should they be place in containers within the hood or should they

be transferred to a sharps container located outside of the hood?

Comments have be solicited in the past regarding the pros and cons of

disposing of smaller pipettes into plastic bottles or sharps containers to

which a small volume of disinfectant has been added (realistically, the

disinfectant only contacts the lower portions of the pipettes if they are

placed vertically in the container).

The lab is considering autoclaving this material after use. Therefore the

addition of a chemicals/disinfectants creates another problem when

autoclaving.

This lab will likely be dealing with HBV (BL2  or higher requirements based

upon procedures per BMBL, 4th edition).

Last but not least - Is anyone aware of any websites dealing primarily with

Chemical Safety issues as compared to biological safety?

As always thank-you and it is great to have this type of network.

Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 3 Apr 2001 07:20:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Nalge makes an instrument/pipet 'sterilizing pan' (Cat. No. 6910) from

polypropylene that has a cover 18" long x 6" wide and 2 1/2" deep. It works

well to collect pipettes in the BSC during the work, rather than break the

air curtain and place them upright in a bucket next to the cabinet. It can

be autoclaved, and the cover provides protection from dribbles and drips

during transport to the autoclave, especially if the tray isn't filled with

disinfectant.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

2800 Woods Hollow Road

Madison, WI 53711

Phone:  (608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

FAX:     (608) 277-2677

mbetlach@promega.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Ed Krisiunas [mailto:EKrisiunas@AOL.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 1:33 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

Q:

What is the best practice for disposal of serological pipettes (5-10cc) used

in a BSC? Should they be place in containers within the hood or should they

be transferred to a sharps container located outside of the hood?

The lab is considering autoclaving this material after use. Therefore the

addition of a chemicals/disinfectants creates another problem when

autoclaving.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 3 Apr 2001 08:21:55 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Burgener, Jyl A" <jab19768@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

My recommendation would be to have a biohazard bag inside the BSC.  Place

the pipettes within the bag and close it up before removing the bag for

autoclaving.

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Ed Krisiunas [SMTP:EKrisiunas@AOL.COM]

> Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 2:33 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

>

> Good evening/good morning to all:

>

> I believe this question has be asked before and the answer will obviously

> be

> based upon the degree of risk (infectious agent as well as procedure).

>

> Q:

>

> What is the best practice for disposal of serological pipettes (5-10cc)

> used

> in a BSC? Should they be place in containers within the hood or should

> they

> be transferred to a sharps container located outside of the hood?

>

>

> Comments have be solicited in the past regarding the pros and cons of

> disposing of smaller pipettes into plastic bottles or sharps containers to

> which a small volume of disinfectant has been added (realistically, the

> disinfectant only contacts the lower portions of the pipettes if they are

> placed vertically in the container).

>

> The lab is considering autoclaving this material after use. Therefore the

> addition of a chemicals/disinfectants creates another problem when

> autoclaving.

>

>

> This lab will likely be dealing with HBV (BL2  or higher requirements

> based

> upon procedures per BMBL, 4th edition).

>

> Last but not least - Is anyone aware of any websites dealing primarily

> with

> Chemical Safety issues as compared to biological safety?

>

> As always thank-you and it is great to have this type of network.

>

> Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH
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Date:         Tue, 3 Apr 2001 08:34:31 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Check with your state for regulations on HBV - in NY (hi Alan), we don't

autoclave HB

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 3 Apr 2001 08:48:29 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Mike and Jyll both have good solutions.  Bottom line is that contaminated

pipettes  should not be taken out of the BSC until they are contained in

some type of container.  Over the last couple of years, while conducting lab

safety training, I've been doing some unofficial polls regarding knowledge

of the operation of BSC's by users.  Invariably, about ten percent of the

people using BSC's have a reasonable knowledge of how the cabinet works and

how it functions to contain contamination or  to protect the work.  I'd be

interested in knowing if the list members are also seeing this lack of

knowledge.  My two questions during the training are simply:  "How many

people in the class have BSC's in their labs? and How many of those that

have BSC's know exactly how they work?"  You obviously have to discount

those that had the course last year and have already responded.  Try it and

let me know at:  jkeene@biohaztec.com what you find out.  If I get enough

responses, I'll compile them and let the list know what the level of

knowledge is out there in Biosafety Land.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Ed Krisiunas" <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 2:32 AM

Subject: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

> Good evening/good morning to all:

>

> I believe this question has be asked before and the answer will obviously

be

> based upon the degree of risk (infectious agent as well as procedure).

>

> Q:

>

> What is the best practice for disposal of serological pipettes (5-10cc)

used

> in a BSC? Should they be place in containers within the hood or should

they

> be transferred to a sharps container located outside of the hood?

>

>

> Comments have be solicited in the past regarding the pros and cons of

> disposing of smaller pipettes into plastic bottles or sharps containers to

> which a small volume of disinfectant has been added (realistically, the

> disinfectant only contacts the lower portions of the pipettes if they are

> placed vertically in the container).

>

> The lab is considering autoclaving this material after use. Therefore the

> addition of a chemicals/disinfectants creates another problem when

> autoclaving.

>

>

> This lab will likely be dealing with HBV (BL2  or higher requirements

based

> upon procedures per BMBL, 4th edition).

>

> Last but not least - Is anyone aware of any websites dealing primarily

with

> Chemical Safety issues as compared to biological safety?

>

> As always thank-you and it is great to have this type of network.

>

> Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

>
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Date:         Tue, 3 Apr 2001 08:24:04 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

In-Reply-To:  <87.919dc96.27fac886@aol.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Disposable Serological Pippettes used in a BSC:

Are considered to be contaminated(a given).

Will be placed in a Regulated Sharps Containers(doesn't matter if it is in

or out of the BSC)

Will be autoclaved before it is moved by the lab.

There is little reason to place a disinfectant in such a device.  I would

say no to the use of a disinfectant if the container is to be autoclaved.

The disinfectant could become aerosolized and give some poor soul a

facefull.

For chemical lab disscussions try the following:

Send and e-mail to LISTSERV@Beaver.bemidji.msus.edu.

No Subject

Body Message: SUBSCRIBE your e-mail

Wait for reply and follow the directions.

Once registered send e-mails to chemlab_L@vax1.bemidji.msus.edu

This list is not very active.

Good luck

Bob

>Good evening/good morning to all:

>

>I believe this question has be asked before and the answer will obviously be

>based upon the degree of risk (infectious agent as well as procedure).

>

>Q:

>

>What is the best practice for disposal of serological pipettes (5-10cc) used

>in a BSC? Should they be place in containers within the hood or should they

>be transferred to a sharps container located outside of the hood?

>

>

>Comments have be solicited in the past regarding the pros and cons of

>disposing of smaller pipettes into plastic bottles or sharps containers to

>which a small volume of disinfectant has been added (realistically, the

>disinfectant only contacts the lower portions of the pipettes if they are

>placed vertically in the container).

>

>The lab is considering autoclaving this material after use. Therefore the

>addition of a chemicals/disinfectants creates another problem when

>autoclaving.

>

>

>This lab will likely be dealing with HBV (BL2  or higher requirements based

>upon procedures per BMBL, 4th edition).

>

>Last but not least - Is anyone aware of any websites dealing primarily with

>Chemical Safety issues as compared to biological safety?

>

>As always thank-you and it is great to have this type of network.

>

>Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Tue, 3 Apr 2001 09:52:57 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Francis Churchill <fchurchi@ESF.UVM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of waste pharmacueticals (large volumes)

In-Reply-To:  <20010330184101.9041.qmail@web13305.mail.yahoo.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Here's how we handle pharmaceuticals at UVM.

Some low toxicity pharmaceuticals which are not regulated are sent to our

medical waste incinerator.

Most controlled substances are injected by our Vet into carcasses prior to

cremation.

All others are sent with hazardous waste to a permitted incinerator.

Francis

Alcohol and calculus don't mix.  Never drink and derive.

Francis Churchill, IHIT

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

667 Spear Street, UVM, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 656-5405

fchurchi@zoo.uvm.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 3 Apr 2001 10:16:47 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Scott, Wilmore Sherrick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: knowledge of BSC function

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

In responce to J.H. Keene's comment re:  Do people in the labs who work in

the BSC's know how they work?  My answer to that question is:  NO!

Honestly- at least not very many of them here do!!  We certify all of our

BSC's in house here at ECU.  I am the one who does the certifications.  (We

used to contract it out.)  So I have a pretty close relationship with all

the BSC users here.  I think what you find (esp. at Universities) is that

alot of folks learn how to use BSC's as grad students or as undergrad

students.  But no one actually "trains" them.  They just learn to turn the

switch on- sit at the hood and work.  So I am working on starting a training

class here that will be an intro to using BSC's.  Kind of a "BSC's for

Dummies" kind of class.  Perhaps offer it once a month or perhaps less

frequently, whatever the demand requires.  Probably half the time spent in

classroom and half the time "hands on" for demos/techniques.  No more than a

half day.  I am thinking probably more along the lines of 2-3 hours.  I

think there is a need for this type of training and it is a real service for

the staff- weather they work with infectious agents or just do sterile

procedures.

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 3 Apr 2001 10:23:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Belanger, Peter" <Peter.Belanger@STATE.MA.US>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Guidelines for BSC use published by the CDC (Primary Containment for

Biohazards, Selection and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets...

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bsc/section5.htm

note that work should be organized in such a way as to minimize the number

of arm movement disruptions across the cabinet's air barrier. This would

indicate it is better to have a disposal device located in the cabinet

rather than having it outside so the operator doesn't have to keep

withdrawing their arm to dispose of pipettes. I agree it is better not to

use disinfectant since the items will be autoclaved.

Peter Belanger, MT(ASCP)

MA. Dept of Public Health

State Laboratory Institute

305 South Street

Jamaica Plain, MA 02130

Voice Mail: (617) 983-6267

E Mail: PBelanger@sli.dph.state.ma.us

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 9:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

Disposable Serological Pippettes used in a BSC:

Are considered to be contaminated(a given).

Will be placed in a Regulated Sharps Containers(doesn't matter if it is in

or out of the BSC)

Will be autoclaved before it is moved by the lab.

There is little reason to place a disinfectant in such a device.  I would

say no to the use of a disinfectant if the container is to be autoclaved.

The disinfectant could become aerosolized and give some poor soul a

facefull.

For chemical lab disscussions try the following:

Send and e-mail to LISTSERV@Beaver.bemidji.msus.edu.

No Subject

Body Message: SUBSCRIBE your e-mail

Wait for reply and follow the directions.

Once registered send e-mails to chemlab_L@vax1.bemidji.msus.edu

This list is not very active.

Good luck

Bob

>Good evening/good morning to all:

>

>I believe this question has be asked before and the answer will obviously

be

>based upon the degree of risk (infectious agent as well as procedure).

>

>Q:

>

>What is the best practice for disposal of serological pipettes (5-10cc)

used

>in a BSC? Should they be place in containers within the hood or should they

>be transferred to a sharps container located outside of the hood?

>

>

>Comments have be solicited in the past regarding the pros and cons of

>disposing of smaller pipettes into plastic bottles or sharps containers to

>which a small volume of disinfectant has been added (realistically, the

>disinfectant only contacts the lower portions of the pipettes if they are

>placed vertically in the container).

>

>The lab is considering autoclaving this material after use. Therefore the

>addition of a chemicals/disinfectants creates another problem when

>autoclaving.

>

>

>This lab will likely be dealing with HBV (BL2  or higher requirements based

>upon procedures per BMBL, 4th edition).

>

>Last but not least - Is anyone aware of any websites dealing primarily with

>Chemical Safety issues as compared to biological safety?

>

>As always thank-you and it is great to have this type of network.

>

>Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Tue, 3 Apr 2001 10:42:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Don Callihan <Don_Callihan@MS.BD.COM>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

The video that Baker sells is a very useful tool for training. It's well

done and keeps the viewers engaged.

I require all new users to view it before using a BSC and include it when

doing annual biosafety training as a good refresher.

I recommend this valuable resource without reservation. (Two thumbs up and

five stars).

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

Sparks, MD

410.773.6684

don_callihan@ms.bd.com

"J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 04/03/2001 08:48:29 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

Mike and Jyll both have good solutions.  Bottom line is that contaminated

pipettes  should not be taken out of the BSC until they are contained in

some type of container.  Over the last couple of years, while conducting

lab

safety training, I've been doing some unofficial polls regarding knowledge

of the operation of BSC's by users.  Invariably, about ten percent of the

people using BSC's have a reasonable knowledge of how the cabinet works and

how it functions to contain contamination or  to protect the work.  I'd be

interested in knowing if the list members are also seeing this lack of

knowledge.  My two questions during the training are simply:  "How many

people in the class have BSC's in their labs? and How many of those that

have BSC's know exactly how they work?"  You obviously have to discount

those that had the course last year and have already responded.  Try it and

let me know at:  jkeene@biohaztec.com what you find out.  If I get enough

responses, I'll compile them and let the list know what the level of

knowledge is out there in Biosafety Land.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Ed Krisiunas" <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 2:32 AM

Subject: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

> Good evening/good morning to all:

>

> I believe this question has be asked before and the answer will obviously

be

> based upon the degree of risk (infectious agent as well as procedure).

>

> Q:

>

> What is the best practice for disposal of serological pipettes (5-10cc)

used

> in a BSC? Should they be place in containers within the hood or should

they

> be transferred to a sharps container located outside of the hood?

>

>

> Comments have be solicited in the past regarding the pros and cons of

> disposing of smaller pipettes into plastic bottles or sharps containers

to

> which a small volume of disinfectant has been added (realistically, the

> disinfectant only contacts the lower portions of the pipettes if they are

> placed vertically in the container).

>

> The lab is considering autoclaving this material after use. Therefore the

> addition of a chemicals/disinfectants creates another problem when

> autoclaving.

>

>

> This lab will likely be dealing with HBV (BL2  or higher requirements

based

> upon procedures per BMBL, 4th edition).

>

> Last but not least - Is anyone aware of any websites dealing primarily

with

> Chemical Safety issues as compared to biological safety?

>

> As always thank-you and it is great to have this type of network.

>

> Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

>
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I also have observed that many people might know how to work in a BSC, but

do not know how a BSC works.  As a result several people perform operations

that affect the efficiency of the cabinet.  The most common example of this

that I see is a researcher placing something (often protocol, notebook or

other paper) over the front intake grill.

The only training that I've done so far is to talk to the people when I see

the offending practices, or to talk to the lab group when they call me to

take care of the contamination in their tissue culture room, and I slip it

into a general lab training when I can.

What I want to do is to have our BSC contractor (B&V out of Waltham, MA)

set up a partical counter inside a demo BSC (I've seen them do this at a

NEABSA meeting).  Several common lab practices are then performed to see

how each interferes with BSC operation.  Ideally I will set this up during

a "vender day" when laboratorians stop by for munchies, free pippettes and

to see the latest lab stuff.

I'll let you know when I do this and the results I see.

Francis

Alcohol and calculus don't mix.  Never drink and derive.

Francis Churchill, IHIT

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

667 Spear Street, UVM, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 656-5405

fchurchi@zoo.uvm.edu
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Several years ago we had a company that made and sold hoods come in and

give a seminar on how BSC's, Laminar and Chemical hoods work. Nobody came.

Discouraging HuH?

Bob

>In responce to J.H. Keene's comment re:  Do people in the labs who work in

>the BSC's know how they work?  My answer to that question is:  NO!

>Honestly- at least not very many of them here do!!  We certify all of our

>BSC's in house here at ECU.  I am the one who does the certifications.  (We

>used to contract it out.)  So I have a pretty close relationship with all

>the BSC users here.  I think what you find (esp. at Universities) is that

>alot of folks learn how to use BSC's as grad students or as undergrad

>students.  But no one actually "trains" them.  They just learn to turn the

>switch on- sit at the hood and work.  So I am working on starting a training

>class here that will be an intro to using BSC's.  Kind of a "BSC's for

>Dummies" kind of class.  Perhaps offer it once a month or perhaps less

>frequently, whatever the demand requires.  Probably half the time spent in

>classroom and half the time "hands on" for demos/techniques.  No more than a

>half day.  I am thinking probably more along the lines of 2-3 hours.  I

>think there is a need for this type of training and it is a real service for

>the staff- weather they work with infectious agents or just do sterile

>procedures.

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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I agree with the thought about the air barrier.  I was thinking that having

the container out of the hood would allow more space for work and less

chance of a knock over.  I would not be concerned with aeresols.  Or should

I?

Bob

>Guidelines for BSC use published by the CDC (Primary Containment for

>Biohazards, Selection and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets...

>

>http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bsc/section5.htm

>

>note that work should be organized in such a way as to minimize the number

>of arm movement disruptions across the cabinet's air barrier. This would

>indicate it is better to have a disposal device located in the cabinet

>rather than having it outside so the operator doesn't have to keep

>withdrawing their arm to dispose of pipettes. I agree it is better not to

>use disinfectant since the items will be autoclaved.

>

>Peter Belanger, MT(ASCP)

>MA. Dept of Public Health

>State Laboratory Institute

>305 South Street

>Jamaica Plain, MA 02130

>Voice Mail: (617) 983-6267

>E Mail: PBelanger@sli.dph.state.ma.us

>

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

>Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 9:24 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

>

>

>Disposable Serological Pippettes used in a BSC:

>Are considered to be contaminated(a given).

>Will be placed in a Regulated Sharps Containers(doesn't matter if it is in

>or out of the BSC)

>Will be autoclaved before it is moved by the lab.

>There is little reason to place a disinfectant in such a device.  I would

>say no to the use of a disinfectant if the container is to be autoclaved.

>The disinfectant could become aerosolized and give some poor soul a

>facefull.

>

>For chemical lab disscussions try the following:

>

>Send and e-mail to LISTSERV@Beaver.bemidji.msus.edu.

>No Subject

>Body Message: SUBSCRIBE your e-mail

>Wait for reply and follow the directions.

>

>Once registered send e-mails to chemlab_L@vax1.bemidji.msus.edu

>

>This list is not very active.

>

>Good luck

>

>Bob

>

>

>

>

>

>

>>Good evening/good morning to all:

>>

>>I believe this question has be asked before and the answer will obviously

>be

>>based upon the degree of risk (infectious agent as well as procedure).

>>

>>Q:

>>

>>What is the best practice for disposal of serological pipettes (5-10cc)

>used

>>in a BSC? Should they be place in containers within the hood or should they

>>be transferred to a sharps container located outside of the hood?

>>

>>

>>Comments have be solicited in the past regarding the pros and cons of

>>disposing of smaller pipettes into plastic bottles or sharps containers to

>>which a small volume of disinfectant has been added (realistically, the

>>disinfectant only contacts the lower portions of the pipettes if they are

>>placed vertically in the container).

>>

>>The lab is considering autoclaving this material after use. Therefore the

>>addition of a chemicals/disinfectants creates another problem when

>>autoclaving.

>>

>>

>>This lab will likely be dealing with HBV (BL2  or higher requirements based

>>upon procedures per BMBL, 4th edition).

>>

>>Last but not least - Is anyone aware of any websites dealing primarily with

>>Chemical Safety issues as compared to biological safety?

>>

>>As always thank-you and it is great to have this type of network.

>>

>>Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

>

>

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      /

>_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

> \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

>   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Don, could you tell me how to get a copy of this video?

Thanks, Gillian

Don Callihan wrote:

> The video that Baker sells is a very useful tool for training. It's well

> done and keeps the viewers engaged.

>

> I require all new users to view it before using a BSC and include it when

> doing annual biosafety training as a good refresher.

>

> I recommend this valuable resource without reservation. (Two thumbs up and

> five stars).

>

> Don Callihan, Ph.D.

> Biosafety Officer

> BD Diagnostic Systems

> Sparks, MD

> 410.773.6684

> don_callihan@ms.bd.com

>

> "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 04/03/2001 08:48:29 AM

>

> Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

> Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> cc:

> Subject:  Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

>

> Mike and Jyll both have good solutions.  Bottom line is that contaminated

> pipettes  should not be taken out of the BSC until they are contained in

> some type of container.  Over the last couple of years, while conducting

> lab

> safety training, I've been doing some unofficial polls regarding knowledge

> of the operation of BSC's by users.  Invariably, about ten percent of the

> people using BSC's have a reasonable knowledge of how the cabinet works and

> how it functions to contain contamination or  to protect the work.  I'd be

> interested in knowing if the list members are also seeing this lack of

> knowledge.  My two questions during the training are simply:  "How many

> people in the class have BSC's in their labs? and How many of those that

> have BSC's know exactly how they work?"  You obviously have to discount

> those that had the course last year and have already responded.  Try it and

> let me know at:  jkeene@biohaztec.com what you find out.  If I get enough

> responses, I'll compile them and let the list know what the level of

> knowledge is out there in Biosafety Land.

>

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Ed Krisiunas" <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 2:32 AM

> Subject: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

>

> > Good evening/good morning to all:

> >

> > I believe this question has be asked before and the answer will obviously

> be

> > based upon the degree of risk (infectious agent as well as procedure).

> >

> > Q:

> >

> > What is the best practice for disposal of serological pipettes (5-10cc)

> used

> > in a BSC? Should they be place in containers within the hood or should

> they

> > be transferred to a sharps container located outside of the hood?

> >

> >

> > Comments have be solicited in the past regarding the pros and cons of

> > disposing of smaller pipettes into plastic bottles or sharps containers

> to

> > which a small volume of disinfectant has been added (realistically, the

> > disinfectant only contacts the lower portions of the pipettes if they are

> > placed vertically in the container).

> >

> > The lab is considering autoclaving this material after use. Therefore the

> > addition of a chemicals/disinfectants creates another problem when

> > autoclaving.

> >

> >

> > This lab will likely be dealing with HBV (BL2  or higher requirements

> based

> > upon procedures per BMBL, 4th edition).

> >

> > Last but not least - Is anyone aware of any websites dealing primarily

> with

> > Chemical Safety issues as compared to biological safety?

> >

> > As always thank-you and it is great to have this type of network.

> >

> > Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

> >

--

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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I apologize for what is probably a dumb question: What is a BSC?

Acronyms are obvious to everyone that knows them; totally obscure to anyone

that doesn't.

Thanks for your help and understanding.

Marcia Drago

Science Lab Manager

Central Florida Community College

3001 SW College Road

Ocala, FL  34474

(352)854-CFCC, x1635

mkdrago@cfcc.cc.fl.us

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Scott, Wilmore Sherrick

Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 10:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: knowledge of BSC function

In responce to J.H. Keene's comment re:  Do people in the labs who work in

the BSC's know how they work?  My answer to that question is:  NO!

Honestly- at least not very many of them here do!!  We certify all of our

BSC's in house here at ECU.  I am the one who does the certifications.  (We

used to contract it out.)  So I have a pretty close relationship with all

the BSC users here.  I think what you find (esp. at Universities) is that

alot of folks learn how to use BSC's as grad students or as undergrad

students.  But no one actually "trains" them.  They just learn to turn the

switch on- sit at the hood and work.  So I am working on starting a training

class here that will be an intro to using BSC's.  Kind of a "BSC's for

Dummies" kind of class.  Perhaps offer it once a month or perhaps less

frequently, whatever the demand requires.  Probably half the time spent in

classroom and half the time "hands on" for demos/techniques.  No more than a

half day.  I am thinking probably more along the lines of 2-3 hours.  I

think there is a need for this type of training and it is a real service for

the staff- weather they work with infectious agents or just do sterile

procedures.

Rick Scott

East Carolina University
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I know (yes it is discouraging), I have thought of this.  :(  I think the

key is to really market the class.  I have had plenty of PI's tell me how

great they think it would be for me to do this.  But the question is: will

they actually make their people go?!  :)  So I think you have to market like

crazy at first- then once you can get it established as a good course, the

PI's will automatically sign up new students and techs when they come on

board.

If you build it... will they come?...LOL

Rick

Several years ago we had a company that made and sold hoods come in and

give a seminar on how BSC's, Laminar and Chemical hoods work. Nobody came.

Discouraging HuH?

Bob

>In responce to J.H. Keene's comment re:  Do people in the labs who work in

>the BSC's know how they work?  My answer to that question is:  NO!

>Honestly- at least not very many of them here do!!  We certify all of our

>BSC's in house here at ECU.  I am the one who does the certifications.  (We

>used to contract it out.)  So I have a pretty close relationship with all

>the BSC users here.  I think what you find (esp. at Universities) is that

>alot of folks learn how to use BSC's as grad students or as undergrad

>students.  But no one actually "trains" them.  They just learn to turn the

>switch on- sit at the hood and work.  So I am working on starting a

training

>class here that will be an intro to using BSC's.  Kind of a "BSC's for

>Dummies" kind of class.  Perhaps offer it once a month or perhaps less

>frequently, whatever the demand requires.  Probably half the time spent in

>classroom and half the time "hands on" for demos/techniques.  No more than

a

>half day.  I am thinking probably more along the lines of 2-3 hours.  I

>think there is a need for this type of training and it is a real service

for

>the staff- weather they work with infectious agents or just do sterile

>procedures.

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University
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I would like to get a copy also.  Is there a phone number or web site I can refer to?

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL - Lafayette, NIRC

4401 W. Admiral Doyle Dr.

New Iberia, LA 70560

Ph. (337) 482-0306

Fax (337) 373-0057

-----Original Message-----

From:   Gill Norton [SMTP:gmnorton@UWO.CA]

Sent:   Tuesday, 03 April, 2001 11:17 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

Don, could you tell me how to get a copy of this video?

Thanks, Gillian

Don Callihan wrote:

> The video that Baker sells is a very useful tool for training. It's well

> done and keeps the viewers engaged.

>

> I require all new users to view it before using a BSC and include it when

> doing annual biosafety training as a good refresher.

>

> I recommend this valuable resource without reservation. (Two thumbs up and

> five stars).

>

> Don Callihan, Ph.D.

> Biosafety Officer

> BD Diagnostic Systems

> Sparks, MD

> 410.773.6684

> don_callihan@ms.bd.com

>

> "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 04/03/2001 08:48:29 AM

>

> Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

> Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> cc:

> Subject:  Re: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

>

> Mike and Jyll both have good solutions.  Bottom line is that contaminated

> pipettes  should not be taken out of the BSC until they are contained in

> some type of container.  Over the last couple of years, while conducting

> lab

> safety training, I've been doing some unofficial polls regarding knowledge

> of the operation of BSC's by users.  Invariably, about ten percent of the

> people using BSC's have a reasonable knowledge of how the cabinet works and

> how it functions to contain contamination or  to protect the work.  I'd be

> interested in knowing if the list members are also seeing this lack of

> knowledge.  My two questions during the training are simply:  "How many

> people in the class have BSC's in their labs? and How many of those that

> have BSC's know exactly how they work?"  You obviously have to discount

> those that had the course last year and have already responded.  Try it and

> let me know at:  jkeene@biohaztec.com what you find out.  If I get enough

> responses, I'll compile them and let the list know what the level of

> knowledge is out there in Biosafety Land.

>

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Ed Krisiunas" <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 2:32 AM

> Subject: Disposal of pipettes - In the BSC or outside?

>

> > Good evening/good morning to all:

> >

> > I believe this question has be asked before and the answer will obviously

> be

> > based upon the degree of risk (infectious agent as well as procedure).

> >

> > Q:

> >

> > What is the best practice for disposal of serological pipettes (5-10cc)

> used

> > in a BSC? Should they be place in containers within the hood or should

> they

> > be transferred to a sharps container located outside of the hood?

> >

> >

> > Comments have be solicited in the past regarding the pros and cons of

> > disposing of smaller pipettes into plastic bottles or sharps containers

> to

> > which a small volume of disinfectant has been added (realistically, the

> > disinfectant only contacts the lower portions of the pipettes if they are

> > placed vertically in the container).

> >

> > The lab is considering autoclaving this material after use. Therefore the

> > addition of a chemicals/disinfectants creates another problem when

> > autoclaving.

> >

> >

> > This lab will likely be dealing with HBV (BL2  or higher requirements

> based

> > upon procedures per BMBL, 4th edition).

> >

> > Last but not least - Is anyone aware of any websites dealing primarily

> with

> > Chemical Safety issues as compared to biological safety?

> >

> > As always thank-you and it is great to have this type of network.

> >

> > Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

> >

--

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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Don't let them in the lab till they have been on the course. This happens

here with animal handling courses. You wouldn't let an airline pilot fly a

747 if they couldn't be bothered to turn up for the course would you? Some

places have swipe card operated locks than can be programmed to keep out

individuals until they have been accredited or had their hepatitis B shots.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

>

> Several years ago we had a company that made and sold hoods come in and

> give a seminar on how BSC's, Laminar and Chemical hoods work. Nobody came.

>

> Discouraging HuH?

>

> Bob

>
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sorry about that...

Rick
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That is a good idea Scott, and I applaud your effort. I provide a similar

course here at my facility.  I agree that most laboratory staff do not

receive any sort of formal training on laboratory engineering controls, in

fact many do not even know the difference between a BSC, a Chemical

Fumehood or a clean air bench.  I firmly believe that one of our primary

responsibilities as biosafety professional is that of educator.      The

lecture that I provide here is a powerpoint presentation (many of the

slides I have appropriated from many of my colleagues over the years) and I

would be happy to share it with any one that would like to have it.  In

fact I think it might not be a bad idea for ABSA to provide a space on

their website for slide presentations that individual members are willing

to share with the entire membership.

Just my two cents.

At 10:16 AM 4/3/01 -0400, you wrote:

>In responce to J.H. Keene's comment re:  Do people in the labs who work in

>the BSC's know how they work?  My answer to that question is:  NO!

>Honestly- at least not very many of them here do!!  We certify all of our

>BSC's in house here at ECU.  I am the one who does the certifications.  (We

>used to contract it out.)  So I have a pretty close relationship with all

>the BSC users here.  I think what you find (esp. at Universities) is that

>alot of folks learn how to use BSC's as grad students or as undergrad

>students.  But no one actually "trains" them.  They just learn to turn the

>switch on- sit at the hood and work.  So I am working on starting a training

>class here that will be an intro to using BSC's.  Kind of a "BSC's for

>Dummies" kind of class.  Perhaps offer it once a month or perhaps less

>frequently, whatever the demand requires.  Probably half the time spent in

>classroom and half the time "hands on" for demos/techniques.  No more than a

>half day.  I am thinking probably more along the lines of 2-3 hours.  I

>think there is a need for this type of training and it is a real service for

>the staff- weather they work with infectious agents or just do sterile

>procedures.

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Eagleson Institute has a couple of good videos about BSCs.  One is more

technical, and one is more applied to lab situations.

http://www.eagleson.org/home.htm

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu
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My experience has been that most (~80%) scientific staff who attend our new

employee safety orientation program are not familiar with the term

biological safety cabinet (BSC).

We incorporate some very basic BSC issues into our BBP/biosafety training

and begin the discussion by presenting a slide with a photograph of a BSC.

I then pose a series of questions prompting the audience to identify the

term which they use to describe what they see. The majority reply along the

lines of:

1) Tissue culture hood

2) Laminar flow hood

3) Hood

In addition to covering basic BSC function, we make a point to ensure that

staff learn the term biological safety cabinet. You might be surprised to

learn how many folks confuse biological safety cabinet with chemical fume

hood.

>I've been doing some unofficial polls regarding knowledge

>of the operation of BSC's by users.  Invariably, about ten percent of the

>people using BSC's have a reasonable knowledge of how the cabinet works and

>how it functions to contain contamination or  to protect the work.  I'd be

>interested in knowing if the list members are also seeing this lack of

>knowledge.  My two questions during the training are simply:  "How many

>people in the class have BSC's in their labs? and How many of those that

>have BSC's know exactly how they work?"  You obviously have to discount

>those that had the course last year and have already responded.  Try it and

>let me know at:  jkeene@biohaztec.com what you find out.  If I get enough

>responses, I'll compile them and let the list know what the level of

>knowledge is out there in Biosafety Land.

***********************************

R. Thomas Leonard, M.S., CSP, CBSP

Safety Officer

The Wistar Institute

3601 Spruce Street

Philadelphia, PA 19104

(ph)215-898-3712

(fx)215-898-3868
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This is not a problem.  It illustrates a problem that even we forget.

bob

>I apologize for what is probably a dumb question: What is a BSC?

>

>Acronyms are obvious to everyone that knows them; totally obscure to anyone

>that doesn't.

>

>Thanks for your help and understanding.

>

>Marcia Drago

>Science Lab Manager

>Central Florida Community College

>3001 SW College Road

>Ocala, FL  34474

>(352)854-CFCC, x1635

>mkdrago@cfcc.cc.fl.us

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>Behalf Of Scott, Wilmore Sherrick

>Sent: Tuesday, April 03, 2001 10:17 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: knowledge of BSC function

>

>

>In responce to J.H. Keene's comment re:  Do people in the labs who work in

>the BSC's know how they work?  My answer to that question is:  NO!

>Honestly- at least not very many of them here do!!  We certify all of our

>BSC's in house here at ECU.  I am the one who does the certifications.  (We

>used to contract it out.)  So I have a pretty close relationship with all

>the BSC users here.  I think what you find (esp. at Universities) is that

>alot of folks learn how to use BSC's as grad students or as undergrad

>students.  But no one actually "trains" them.  They just learn to turn the

>switch on- sit at the hood and work.  So I am working on starting a training

>class here that will be an intro to using BSC's.  Kind of a "BSC's for

>Dummies" kind of class.  Perhaps offer it once a month or perhaps less

>frequently, whatever the demand requires.  Probably half the time spent in

>classroom and half the time "hands on" for demos/techniques.  No more than a

>half day.  I am thinking probably more along the lines of 2-3 hours.  I

>think there is a need for this type of training and it is a real service for

>the staff- weather they work with infectious agents or just do sterile

>procedures.

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Hey Boss,

Can we do this?

Think about it no training, your card don't work!

Bob

>Don't let them in the lab till they have been on the course. This happens

>here with animal handling courses. You wouldn't let an airline pilot fly a

>747 if they couldn't be bothered to turn up for the course would you? Some

>places have swipe card operated locks than can be programmed to keep out

>individuals until they have been accredited or had their hepatitis B shots.

>

>Best wishes

>

>Stuart

>

>Dr Stuart Thompson

>University Biological Safety Officer

>Health & Safety Services

>University of Manchester

>Waterloo Place

>182/184 Oxford Road

>Manchester M13 9GP

>tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

>fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

>mobile 07946 022 698

>stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

>>

>> Several years ago we had a company that made and sold hoods come in and

>> give a seminar on how BSC's, Laminar and Chemical hoods work. Nobody came.

>>

>> Discouraging HuH?

>>

>> Bob

>>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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I just read the discussion about our video - Safe Use of

BSCs - and I'd like to answer your questions and ask you a

question!

Regarding where to find information about this video, visit

our web site - www.eagleson.org, or feel free to call us at

207/490-1076.

As for the question, we are in the beginning stages of

developing a web-based training program on Safe Use of BSCs,

and are trying to determine if it should be available on our

web site, where we can continually update it, or it we should

produce it as a CD-Rom disk.  If it's on the web site, we

need to do the record keeping, wheras if it is on the disk,

you will be able to keep your own training records.

I'm interested in hearing your preferences!

Would you prefer a CD-Rom or visiting our web site to acceess

the training? Is it important to you to have a record-keeping

feature?  Please respond to me at maryann@eagleson.org.

Thank you,

Mary Ann Sondrini

Executive Director

Eagleson Institute

P.O.Box 954

Sanford, ME 04073

207/490-1076

www.eagleson.org
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 How frequently do people have their BL-3 facilities gas decontaminated?

Under what circumstances?

Thanks,

Howard

Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

tel: 617-983-6207

email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us
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Howard, We take our facility off-line once per year via decon. This is

primarily for certifications and preventative maintenance. The facility

stays down for one week minimum. The PI is very much aware of this and makes

plans accordingly. Hope this helps.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Lefkin, Howard [mailto:Howard.Lefkin@STATE.MA.US]

Sent: Wednesday, April 04, 2001 8:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Decon

 How frequently do people have their BL-3 facilities gas decontaminated?

Under what circumstances?

Thanks,

Howard

Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

tel: 617-983-6207

email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us
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Mary Ann I think a CD rom is a good idea.

At 06:15 PM 4/3/01 -0400, you wrote:

>I just read the discussion about our video - Safe Use of

>BSCs - and I'd like to answer your questions and ask you a

>question!

>

>Regarding where to find information about this video, visit

>our web site - www.eagleson.org, or feel free to call us at

>207/490-1076.

>

>As for the question, we are in the beginning stages of

>developing a web-based training program on Safe Use of BSCs,

>and are trying to determine if it should be available on our

>web site, where we can continually update it, or it we should

>produce it as a CD-Rom disk.  If it's on the web site, we

>need to do the record keeping, wheras if it is on the disk,

>you will be able to keep your own training records.

>I'm interested in hearing your preferences!

>

>Would you prefer a CD-Rom or visiting our web site to acceess

>the training? Is it important to you to have a record-keeping

>feature?  Please respond to me at maryann@eagleson.org.

>

>Thank you,

>Mary Ann Sondrini

>

>Executive Director

>Eagleson Institute

>P.O.Box 954

>Sanford, ME 04073

>207/490-1076

>www.eagleson.org

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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I thank everyone for their replies on this subject.

It was fascinating to see how the various replies turned into more questions

on a subject that many take for granted because we can't always see the

enemy-microorganisms -out of site, out of mind!

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)
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Thanks Jack!

Ed Krisiunas wrote:

> I thank everyone for their replies on this subject.

>

> It was fascinating to see how the various replies turned into

> more questions

> on a subject that many take for granted because we can't always

> see the

> enemy-microorganisms -out of site, out of mind!

>

> Regards,

>

>

>

> Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

> WNWN International

> PO Box 1164

> Burlington, Connecticut

> 06013

> 860-675-1217

> 860-675-1311(fax)

> 860-944-2373(mobile)
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Dear colleagues,

we are attending to initiate work with prion infectious particles

(scrapie mostly) under BSL-3 conditions. Part of the work will

include intracerebral inoculation of infectious prion in mice.

The points on which i would like to collect information is the following:

- do you inactivate infectious material (pipet cones, recipients,

animal bedding and cages) before autoclaving ?

- if you inactivate it, by which means (bleach ? NaOH ?)(i am

specially interested in how the emptied cages might be treated)

- how do you treat the chemicals which you have you used for

inactivating after autoclaving (direct disposal in building liquid

exhaust ? removal by a infectious waste disposal society ?)

Thanks in advance for your input.

Thomas

--

Thomas Lilin

DVM, MSc

__________________________

Ecole Nationale Veterinaire d'Alfort

7, avenue du General de Gaulle

F-94704 Maisons-Alfort cedex

Tel: 33+ 01 43 96 70 14

Fax: 33+ 01 43 78 99 22

__________________________

mailto:lilin@vet-alfort.fr
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Hi Thomas,

We are not recommending autoclaving at this point for prions.  It might not

work.  We are using chemical sterilization with 1N sodium hydroxide.

We are looking at disposal materials, including cages which can be burned

as much as possible. While we want to burn everything, we are aware that

burning might not work to well either.  We use a high temperature

incinerator.  This is the best technology currently available.

We are also investigating a device called an alkanator.  This is a socium

hydroxide bath for organic components.  A body is placed in the alkanator

and allowed to dissolve.

Hope this helps.

Bob

>Dear colleagues,

>

>we are attending to initiate work with prion infectious particles

>(scrapie mostly) under BSL-3 conditions. Part of the work will

>include intracerebral inoculation of infectious prion in mice.

>

>The points on which i would like to collect information is the following:

>

>- do you inactivate infectious material (pipet cones, recipients,

>animal bedding and cages) before autoclaving ?

>- if you inactivate it, by which means (bleach ? NaOH ?)(i am

>specially interested in how the emptied cages might be treated)

>- how do you treat the chemicals which you have you used for

>inactivating after autoclaving (direct disposal in building liquid

>exhaust ? removal by a infectious waste disposal society ?)

>

>Thanks in advance for your input.

>

>Thomas

>--

>Thomas Lilin

>DVM, MSc

>__________________________

>Ecole Nationale Veterinaire d'Alfort

>7, avenue du General de Gaulle

>F-94704 Maisons-Alfort cedex

>Tel: 33+ 01 43 96 70 14

>Fax: 33+ 01 43 78 99 22

>__________________________

>mailto:lilin@vet-alfort.fr

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety
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Hi all:

Does anyone have any ideas about the proper way to dispose of broken

glassware that has NOT been in contact with biohazards (i.e.  glass disposal

boxes from a chemistry lab)?  Should a contractor be hired for this?  Should

there be a segregation of  "clean" broken glassware from glassware which may

have chemical residues such as empty reagent bottles?

I would appreciate any comments/ideas.  Thanks very much.

June-Marie Angle

Principal Research Associate

Pharmacology Group

Gliatech Inc.

23420 Commerce Park Road

Beachwood, OH  44122

phone:(216)831-3200

fax:(216)831-4907

anglej@gliatech.com
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When our broken glass boxes are full, the housekeeping staff removes the

boxes from the lab and transfers them into a centralized dumpster/compactor

commingled with domestic waste (regular trash).

We do not require segregation of glass with residual waste from "clean"

broken glassware. As for empty reagent bottles, unless they are bone dry we

advise staff to rinse reagent bottles with water and deface the label

before disposal--mostly for PR reasons. We also advise our housekeeping

staff to remove broken glass containers only if they are properly sealed.

Regards, Tom

At 11:04 AM 4/5/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Hi all:

>

>Does anyone have any ideas about the proper way to dispose of broken

>glassware that has NOT been in contact with biohazards (i.e.  glass disposal

>boxes from a chemistry lab)?  Should a contractor be hired for this?  Should

>there be a segregation of  "clean" broken glassware from glassware which may

>have chemical residues such as empty reagent bottles?

>

>I would appreciate any comments/ideas.  Thanks very much.

>

>June-Marie Angle

>Principal Research Associate

>Pharmacology Group

>Gliatech Inc.

>23420 Commerce Park Road

>Beachwood, OH  44122

>phone:(216)831-3200

>fax:(216)831-4907

>anglej@gliatech.com

***********************************

R. Thomas Leonard, M.S., CSP, CBSP

Safety Officer

The Wistar Institute

3601 Spruce Street

Philadelphia, PA 19104

(ph)215-898-3712

(fx)215-898-3868

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Apr 2001 11:27:15 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: glass disposal

In-Reply-To:  <EDA23054FDC0D1119842006008CEAB489FBE61@gliatechusa1.gliate

              ch.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_19579714==_.ALT"

--=====================_19579714==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 11:04 AM 04/05/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Hi all:

>

>Does anyone have any ideas about the proper way to dispose of broken

>glassware that has NOT been in contact with biohazards (i.e.  glass disposal

>boxes from a chemistry lab)?  Should a contractor be hired for this?  Should

>there be a segregation of  "clean" broken glassware from glassware which may

>have chemical residues such as empty reagent bottles?

>

>I would appreciate any comments/ideas.  Thanks very much.

>

>June-Marie Angle

The answer will depend upon local/state regulations.  In MA clean glassware

from nonbio labs are not regulated, same glassware from a bio lab is

regulated.  Suggest you check with your Pub. Health folks.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Apr 2001 12:52:10 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: glass disposal

In-Reply-To:  <EDA23054FDC0D1119842006008CEAB489FBE61@gliatechusa1.gliatech.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We have a generic waste category we call "sharps"  there are two types of

"sharp".  "regulated sharps" and "sharps".  A "sharp" is any thing that can

cause a cut or pucture.  a "regulated sharp" is anything that can cause a

cut or a puncture AND is either inherently considred to be biohazardous or

is known to be contmaminated with an infectious substance or bbp.

disposal:

"Sharps": Deface or remove all labels, remove lids, must be clean, place in

any corrigated cardbord box which has no obvious damge, may not weigh more

than 60 lbs and is marked, "Broken Glass, Sharps".  Custodial Services will

remove this special waste with the regular trash.

"Regulated Sharps": Deface or remove all labels, remove lids.  Place in a

regulated sharps container, red/orange, rigid, leak resistant with a lid

that is marked with the biohazard symbol.  It must be autoclaved with an

indicator unless there is a reason the container cannot be autoclaved.

Non-autoclaved items are approved for removal by us on a case by case

basis.  The item is secured in the lab and custodial sends members of a

specialy trained crew to remove.  Our regular personnel are informed under

no circumstances are they to handle or deal with infectious waste/bbp.

Hope this helps.

Bob

>Hi all:

>

>Does anyone have any ideas about the proper way to dispose of broken

>glassware that has NOT been in contact with biohazards (i.e.  glass disposal

>boxes from a chemistry lab)?  Should a contractor be hired for this?  Should

>there be a segregation of  "clean" broken glassware from glassware which may

>have chemical residues such as empty reagent bottles?

>

>I would appreciate any comments/ideas.  Thanks very much.

>

>June-Marie Angle

>Principal Research Associate

>Pharmacology Group

>Gliatech Inc.

>23420 Commerce Park Road

>Beachwood, OH  44122

>phone:(216)831-3200

>fax:(216)831-4907

>anglej@gliatech.com

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Apr 2001 15:51:40 -0400

Reply-To:     "maryann@eagleson.org" <maryann@eagleson.org>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mary-Ann Sondrini <maryann@EAGLESON.ORG>

Organization: Eagleson Institute

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Cabinet Videos

Thanks for the input into my "survey."

-Mary Ann

-----Original Message-----

From:   Joseph P. Kozlovac [SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent:   Wednesday, April 04, 2001 9:28 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Biosafety Cabinet Videos

Mary Ann I think a CD rom is a good idea.

At 06:15 PM 4/3/01 -0400, you wrote:

>I just read the discussion about our video - Safe Use of

>BSCs - and I'd like to answer your questions and ask you a

>question!

>

>Regarding where to find information about this video, visit

>our web site - www.eagleson.org, or feel free to call us at

>207/490-1076.

>

>As for the question, we are in the beginning stages of

>developing a web-based training program on Safe Use of BSCs,

>and are trying to determine if it should be available on our

>web site, where we can continually update it, or it we should

>produce it as a CD-Rom disk.  If it's on the web site, we

>need to do the record keeping, wheras if it is on the disk,

>you will be able to keep your own training records.

>I'm interested in hearing your preferences!

>

>Would you prefer a CD-Rom or visiting our web site to acceess

>the training? Is it important to you to have a record-keeping

>feature?  Please respond to me at maryann@eagleson.org.

>

>Thank you,

>Mary Ann Sondrini

>

>Executive Director

>Eagleson Institute

>P.O.Box 954

>Sanford, ME 04073

>207/490-1076

>www.eagleson.org

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Date:         Thu, 5 Apr 2001 15:27:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: glass disposal

In-Reply-To:  <5.0.2.1.0.20010405113000.023de250@mail.wistar.upenn.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

OSHA has stated for years under hazcom that the label says what is in the

bottle.  Leaving labels on the bottles can create problems and

misunderstanding for workers trained to this standard(which is anybody not

in a lab:).  It is also possible to get cited for providing misleading

information for doing this.  In addition, I have in my possiession a letter

or understanding that directs under hazcom when DOT markings are supposed

to be kept on containers and then removed.  While I agree that the PR

concern is real and valid.  There are other reasons that have more serious

consequences to ensure that empty bottles are defaced.

Bob

>When our broken glass boxes are full, the housekeeping staff removes the

>boxes from the lab and transfers them into a centralized dumpster/compactor

>commingled with domestic waste (regular trash).

>

>We do not require segregation of glass with residual waste from "clean"

>broken glassware. As for empty reagent bottles, unless they are bone dry we

>advise staff to rinse reagent bottles with water and deface the label

>before disposal--mostly for PR reasons. We also advise our housekeeping

>staff to remove broken glass containers only if they are properly sealed.

>

>Regards, Tom

>

>At 11:04 AM 4/5/01 -0400, you wrote:

>>Hi all:

>>

>>Does anyone have any ideas about the proper way to dispose of broken

>>glassware that has NOT been in contact with biohazards (i.e.  glass disposal

>>boxes from a chemistry lab)?  Should a contractor be hired for this?  Should

>>there be a segregation of  "clean" broken glassware from glassware which may

>>have chemical residues such as empty reagent bottles?

>>

>>I would appreciate any comments/ideas.  Thanks very much.

>>

>>June-Marie Angle

>>Principal Research Associate

>>Pharmacology Group

>>Gliatech Inc.

>>23420 Commerce Park Road

>>Beachwood, OH  44122

>>phone:(216)831-3200

>>fax:(216)831-4907

>>anglej@gliatech.com

>

>***********************************

>R. Thomas Leonard, M.S., CSP, CBSP

>Safety Officer

>The Wistar Institute

>3601 Spruce Street

>Philadelphia, PA 19104

>(ph)215-898-3712

>(fx)215-898-3868

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Apr 2001 14:27:39 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Teresa Robertson <Teresa_Robertson@FIRSTCLASS1.CSUBAK.EDU>

Subject:      Re: glass disposal

In-Reply-To:  <l03130304b6f28451da31@[129.22.180.183]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

>>We do not require segregation of glass with residual waste from "clean"

>>broken glassware. As for empty reagent bottles, unless they are bone dry

>we

>>advise staff to rinse reagent bottles with water and deface the label

>>before disposal

Also worth noting----if a material is considered acutely hazardous (there

are published lists), regulations require triple-rinsing containers prior

to disposal, and the rinsate is to be disposed of as hazardous waste.

Teresa

Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

California State University, Bakersfield

9001 Stockdale Highway

Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 6 Apr 2001 09:06:54 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Universal Precautions

In-Reply-To:  <l03130304b6f28451da31@[129.22.180.183]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Could someone please advise me where I can find a description of the

procedures to be used for handling human tissue when using what are referred

to in US documentation as "Universal Precautions".

Thank you

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 6 Apr 2001 07:40:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Universal Precautions

In-Reply-To:  <004701c0be70$8b5dd190$8c3c5882@hss.oh.man.ac.uk>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Universal Precautions is a hospital based form af paronoia that has a very

simple premis.  If I do not know what it is, it is dangerous and I will

treat it  as the most dangerous material in the area.  Articles and

discussion on Universal precautions can be found in medical journals and

text.

Bob

>Could someone please advise me where I can find a description of the

>procedures to be used for handling human tissue when using what are referred

>to in US documentation as "Universal Precautions".

>

>Thank you

>

>Best wishes

>

>Stuart

>

>Dr Stuart Thompson

>University Biological Safety Officer

>Health & Safety Services

>University of Manchester

>Waterloo Place

>182/184 Oxford Road

>Manchester M13 9GP

>tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

>fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

>mobile 07946 022 698

>stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 6 Apr 2001 08:44:48 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gill Norton <gmnorton@UWO.CA>

Organization: University of Western Ontario

Subject:      Re: Universal Precautions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Stuart, the best description I know of this is in " Protection of Laboratory

Workers from Infectious Disease Transmitted by Blood, Body Fluids and Tissue,

National  Committee for Clinical Laboratory Standards,  ( M29-T2) 1991 ( there

may be a more recent edition) IBSN 1-56238-123-7

 NCCLS, 771 East Lancaster Ave, Villanova, Pennsylvania 19085 ( sorry I don't

have a phone number or web site but you should be able to find it)

 This is a very thorough and practical book which I have found invaluable!

 There is also the companion book, "P.protection of Laboratory Workers from

Instrument Hazards  # l17-P 1991

 Hope you find this useful

 Gillian

Stuart Thompson wrote:

> Could someone please advise me where I can find a description of the

> procedures to be used for handling human tissue when using what are referred

> to in US documentation as "Universal Precautions".

>

> Thank you

>

> Best wishes

>

> Stuart

>

> Dr Stuart Thompson

> University Biological Safety Officer

> Health & Safety Services

> University of Manchester

> Waterloo Place

> 182/184 Oxford Road

> Manchester M13 9GP

> tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

> fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

> mobile 07946 022 698

> stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

--

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 6 Apr 2001 11:12:14 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      Stainless steel pans

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Can any of you forward me info on where to purchase stainless steel pans?  I

am particularly interested in one for the BSC and disposal of long pipettes!

Thanks!

Biosafety Manager

1800 Concord Pike

Wilmington, DE 19850

Phone:  302.886.2185

Fax:  302.886.2909

Cell #: 302.218.5306

email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 6 Apr 2001 16:13:49 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Grushka <mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU>

Subject:      Transgenic Containment Policies Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0033_01C0BEB4.90BA67E0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0033_01C0BEB4.90BA67E0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Listserve Members:

In February I sent a message to the group soliciting comments about your =

use of transgenic insects. Our IBC is still evaluating the personnel, =

organizational and environmental risks associated with such work. A =

special subcommittee has been formed as part of our IBC to evaluate =

risks associated with transgenic animals and insects. If any of you have =

specific policies or procedures referenced in your respective Biosafety =

Manuals on the subject. I am particularly interested in BL-N containment =

requirements you may have at your respective institutions for transgenic =

insects and animals. This information would be very helpful in framing =

the future discussions by this subcommittee. If you could provide me =

URL's to the applicable sections, I would greatly appreciate it.

Regards,

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

520-621-5279

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Apr 2001 13:41:06 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      HSV-1

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I am in the process of assisting a research in developing a BioSafety permit

for use with HSV-1.  Have any of you run into issues that you would like to

share? best practices?  levels to handle a defective HSV-1 virus particle?

Thanks!

Biosafety Manager

1800 Concord Pike

Wilmington, DE 19850

Phone:  302.886.2185

Fax:  302.886.2909

Cell #: 302.218.5306

email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Apr 2001 13:15:38 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Charles Ray <raychah@MAIL.AUBURN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Decon

In-Reply-To:  <23C955A86DDFD311B50E00105A0219A901B9BF8A@dph-sli-dc-1.sli.dph.state.ma.us

              >

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Auburn University has the following position opening:

BIOLOGICAL SAFETY OFFICER

The Office of Safety and Environmental Health at Auburn University in

Auburn, Alabama, is seeking candidates for a Biological Safety Officer.

The Biological Safety Officer will manage the day-to-day operation of the

Auburn University Biological Safety Program and be responsible for

monitoring compliance with University safety practices and procedures

involving infectious and biohazardous materials.  The Biological Safety

Officer will serve as a continuing member of the Institutional Biosafety

Committee and will oversee operation of the University Pathological Waste

Incinerator and supervise the Incinerator Operator.

The minimum qualifications are a bachelor's degree in microbiology,

biochemistry, genetics, molecular biology, or a closely related field and

three years of safety experience, preferably in a scientific environment.

Knowledge and experience in dealing with guidelines pertaining to

biological safety are desirable.  Must have strong interpersonal and

written communication skills.

Salary will be commensurate with qualifications and experience.

Ethnic minorities and women are encouraged to apply.

Candidates should submit an application, along with resume and the names of

three references to:

Biological Safety Officer, Log #15885

Human Resources

Langdon Hall

Auburn University, AL 36849

PH: (334) 844-4145

FAX: (334) 844-1617

Review of applications will begin after April 30, 2001.

Auburn University is an Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Apr 2001 13:17:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Charles Ray <raychah@MAIL.AUBURN.EDU>

Subject:      BSO Position at Auburn University

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

My apologies to the list for previous position posting under "re: Decon".

Auburn University has the following position opening:

BIOLOGICAL SAFETY OFFICER

The Office of Safety and Environmental Health at Auburn University in

Auburn, Alabama, is seeking candidates for a Biological Safety Officer.

The Biological Safety Officer will manage the day-to-day operation of the

Auburn University Biological Safety Program and be responsible for

monitoring compliance with University safety practices and procedures

involving infectious and biohazardous materials.  The Biological Safety

Officer will serve as a continuing member of the Institutional Biosafety

Committee and will oversee operation of the University Pathological Waste

Incinerator and supervise the Incinerator Operator.

The minimum qualifications are a bachelor's degree in microbiology,

biochemistry, genetics, molecular biology, or a closely related field and

three years of safety experience, preferably in a scientific environment.

Knowledge and experience in dealing with guidelines pertaining to

biological safety are desirable.  Must have strong interpersonal and

written communication skills.

Salary will be commensurate with qualifications and experience.

Ethnic minorities and women are encouraged to apply.

Candidates should submit an application, along with resume and the names of

three references to:

Biological Safety Officer, Log #15885

Human Resources

Langdon Hall

Auburn University, AL 36849

PH: (334) 844-4145

FAX: (334) 844-1617

Review of applications will begin after April 30, 2001.

Auburn University is an Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Apr 2001 13:37:21 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         LouAnn Burnett <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Historical Perspective of RDNA Review

In-Reply-To:  <200104040430.XAA10021@smtp1.mail.vanderbilt.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In order to prepare some education materials for our faculty, I am in need

of some historical references to the beginnings of required recombinant DNA

review and the convening of Institutional Biosafety Committees in the U.S.

I was looking for something akin to a preamble that was published with the

first NIH guidelines - does anything like that exist?  I know the oral

history, but I've never seen anything in document form.

Please reply directly to me (louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu) - I'll share the

collection of replies with the list.

As always, thanks for the collective wisdom!

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, M.S.

Biosafety Program Manager/Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, TN

615-322-2057 Department Phone

615-322-0927 Direct Line/Voice Mail

615-343-4951 Fax

www.safety.vanderbilt.edu/biocommittee.htm

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Apr 2001 14:58:20 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

Subject:      Re: Historical Perspective of RDNA Review

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I just purchased the following:

The Recombinant DNA Controversy:  A Memoir

Science, Politics and the Public Interest  1974-1981

Donald S. Fredrickson, MD

Former Director, NIH

ASM Press

ISBN:  1-55581-222-8

Regards,

Barry Cohen (SM, NRM), (CBSP, ABSA)

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com

-----Original Message-----

From: LouAnn Burnett [mailto:louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU]

Sent: Monday, April 09, 2001 2:37 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Historical Perspective of RDNA Review

In order to prepare some education materials for our faculty, I am in need

of some historical references to the beginnings of required recombinant DNA

review and the convening of Institutional Biosafety Committees in the U.S.

I was looking for something akin to a preamble that was published with the

first NIH guidelines - does anything like that exist?  I know the oral

history, but I've never seen anything in document form.

Please reply directly to me (louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu) - I'll share the

collection of replies with the list.

As always, thanks for the collective wisdom!

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, M.S.

Biosafety Program Manager/Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, TN

615-322-2057 Department Phone

615-322-0927 Direct Line/Voice Mail

615-343-4951 Fax

www.safety.vanderbilt.edu/biocommittee.htm

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Apr 2001 14:29:48 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Historical Perspective of RDNA Review

In-Reply-To:  <NEBBJFGDIMKFNDHKEJMKMEIDCCAA.louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

There were a number of articles by Paul Berg, Maxine Singer and others

following the Asilomar conference.  The first major one was "Asilomar

conference on recombinant DNA molecules" (Science 1975;188:991-4  Berg P,

Baltimore D, Brenner S, Roblin RO 3rd, Singer MF).

Try searching PubMed for Berg and Singer.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of LouAnn Burnett

> Sent: Monday, April 09, 2001 2:37 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Historical Perspective of RDNA Review

>

>

> In order to prepare some education materials for our faculty, I am in need

> of some historical references to the beginnings of required

> recombinant DNA

> review and the convening of Institutional Biosafety Committees in the U.S.

> I was looking for something akin to a preamble that was published with the

> first NIH guidelines - does anything like that exist?  I know the oral

> history, but I've never seen anything in document form.

>

> Please reply directly to me (louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu) -

> I'll share the

> collection of replies with the list.

>

> As always, thanks for the collective wisdom!

>

> LouAnn

>

> LouAnn C. Burnett, M.S.

> Biosafety Program Manager/Biological Safety Officer

> Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

> Nashville, TN

>

> 615-322-2057 Department Phone

> 615-322-0927 Direct Line/Voice Mail

> 615-343-4951 Fax

> www.safety.vanderbilt.edu/biocommittee.htm

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Apr 2001 18:42:31 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Melinda Young <melinday@BART.RPRC.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_ECB70909.63026C18"

This is a MIME message. If you are reading this text, you may want to

consider changing to a mail reader or gateway that understands how to

properly handle MIME multipart messages.

--=_ECB70909.63026C18

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Biosafety Professionals;

I have recently been appointed to a committee to review a value analysis =

study of the University of Washington Facility Design Standards.

One section of the study addresses Biological Safety Cabinets(BSCs) and =

Thimble Connections.    The study makes a statement that no other =

institution (educational or private) requires a thimble connection for a =

Class II type A BSCS. 

This website shows what I am talking about.

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm

My feeling is that this is not a true statement. I believe that  thimble =

connections are used.

Therefore, I am looking for some help.  If your institution or facility =

requires/use thimble connections, could you please provide me with a name =

and phone number of a technical contact who would be willing to answer =

some questions.

If your facility once required them and no longer does I would be =

interested in that as well.

Please respond directly to me at biosafe@u.washington.edu and not to the =

list.

Thank you

Melinda Young

Melinda Young

Health & Safety Coordinator

Regional Primate Research Center

Box 357330

Phone: 206-543-8686

Fax:     206-685-0305

melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu

biosafe@u.washington.edu

 =========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 02:04:31 -0800

Reply-To:     ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         YK Wan <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      [Fwd: Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety

              Cabinets]

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------BBAE4623E6FE1A8D96181F1B"

--------------BBAE4623E6FE1A8D96181F1B

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=big5

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by flu.itsc.cuhk.edu.hk id SAA28359

Dear Melinda

To define the class of biosafety cabinet, the class II type A cabinet

does not require the thimble connection.  Only the type B cabinets

should be connected to the exhaust system.

Remind you that there are some A/B3 cabinets.  The basic construction is

the type B3 design.  The manufacturer will sent you the cabinet that is

certified according to the type A cabinet.  If your cabinet is thimble

connected, you have to change the ratio of recirculated air to exhaust

air.

Y K Wan

Safety Officer & NSF Certifier

Chinese University of Hong Kong

Melinda Young =BCg=A4J=A1G

>  Dear Biosafety Professionals; I have recently been appointed to a

> committee to review a value analysis study of the University of

> Washington Facility Design Standards. One section of the study

> addresses Biological Safety Cabinets(BSCs) and Thimble Connections.

> The study makes a statement that no other institution (educational or

> private) requires a thimble connection for a Class II type A BSCS.

> This website shows what I am talking about.http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/bi=

osfty/bscs/fig4.htm

> My feeling is that this is not a true statement. I believe that

> thimble connections are used. Therefore, I am looking for some help.

> If your institution or facility requires/use thimble connections,

> could you please provide me with a name and phone number of a

> technical contact who would be willing to answer some questions. If

> your facility once required them and no longer does I would be

> interested in that as well. Please respond directly to me at biosafe@u.=

washington.edu

> and not to the list. Thank you Melinda Young    Melinda Young

> Health & Safety Coordinator

> Regional Primate Research Center

> Box 357330

> Phone: 206-543-8686

> Fax:     206-685-0305

> melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu

> biosafe@u.washington.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 08:51:29 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

In-Reply-To:  <sad202a9.009@bart.rprc.washington.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_86488645==_.ALT"

--=====================_86488645==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Johns Hopkins used to require that all Class II Type A BSCs be thimble

connected.  That requirement has been relaxed somewhat recently.

At 06:42 PM 4/9/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Dear Biosafety Professionals;

>

>I have recently been appointed to a committee to review a value analysis

>study of the University of Washington Facility Design Standards.

>

>One section of the study addresses Biological Safety Cabinets(BSCs) and

>Thimble Connections.    The study makes a statement that no other

>institution (educational or private) requires a thimble connection for a

>Class II type A BSCS.

>

>This website shows what I am talking about.

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm>http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm

>

>My feeling is that this is not a true statement. I believe that  thimble

>connections are used.

>

>Therefore, I am looking for some help.  If your institution or facility

>requires/use thimble connections, could you please provide me with a name

>and phone number of a technical contact who would be willing to answer

>some questions.

>

>If your facility once required them and no longer does I would be

>interested in that as well.

>

>Please respond directly to me at

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu and not to the list.

>

>Thank you

>

>Melinda Young

>

>

>

>

>Melinda Young

>Health & Safety Coordinator

>Regional Primate Research Center

>Box 357330

>Phone: 206-543-8686

>Fax:     206-685-0305

><mailto:melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu>melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu

>

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 09:42:01 -0400

Reply-To:     "maryann@eagleson.org" <maryann@eagleson.org>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mary-Ann Sondrini <maryann@EAGLESON.ORG>

Organization: Eagleson Institute

Subject:      Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

A revised NSF Standard 49 for Class II Biological Safety Cabinets will be

coming out later this year, and it will require thimble connections for all

Type A/B3 BSCs.  The names of BSCs will also be changing.  An A will be an

A1, a B3 will become an A2 and B1 and B2 stay the same.

When you put a thimble on a BSC, you do need to make sure that you don't

change the balance of airflow in the cabinet.

-Mary Ann Sondrini

-----Original Message-----

From:   Joseph P. Kozlovac [SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent:   Tuesday, April 10, 2001 8:51 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

Johns Hopkins used to require that all Class II Type A BSCs be thimble

connected.  That requirement has been relaxed somewhat recently.

At 06:42 PM 4/9/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Dear Biosafety Professionals;

>

>I have recently been appointed to a committee to review a value analysis

>study of the University of Washington Facility Design Standards.

>

>One section of the study addresses Biological Safety Cabinets(BSCs) and

>Thimble Connections.    The study makes a statement that no other

>institution (educational or private) requires a thimble connection for a

>Class II type A BSCS.

>

>This website shows what I am talking about.

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm>http://www.cdc.gov/od/

ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm

>

>My feeling is that this is not a true statement. I believe that  thimble

>connections are used.

>

>Therefore, I am looking for some help.  If your institution or facility

>requires/use thimble connections, could you please provide me with a name

>and phone number of a technical contact who would be willing to answer

>some questions.

>

>If your facility once required them and no longer does I would be

>interested in that as well.

>

>Please respond directly to me at

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu and not to the

list.

>

>Thank you

>

>Melinda Young

>

>

>

>

>Melinda Young

>Health & Safety Coordinator

>Regional Primate Research Center

>Box 357330

>Phone: 206-543-8686

>Fax:     206-685-0305

><mailto:melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu>melinday@bart.rprc.washington

.edu

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu

>

________________________________________________________________________

______

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

________________________________________________________________________

______

 << File: ATT00005.html >>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 09:59:53 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The revised NSF International Standard 49 Class II Biosafety Cabinetry, if

it remains in its current form, will not "require" that A2 cabinets be

canopy connected to the building mechanical exhaust.  However, when work

involves  minute quantities of volatile toxic chemicals, etc., A2 cabinets

must be exhausted through a canopy connection. A1 cabinets will not be

canopy connected.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Mary-Ann Sondrini [mailto:maryann@eagleson.org]

Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2001 9:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

A revised NSF Standard 49 for Class II Biological Safety Cabinets will be

coming out later this year, and it will require thimble connections for all

Type A/B3 BSCs.  The names of BSCs will also be changing.  An A will be an

A1, a B3 will become an A2 and B1 and B2 stay the same.

When you put a thimble on a BSC, you do need to make sure that you don't

change the balance of airflow in the cabinet.

-Mary Ann Sondrini

-----Original Message-----

From:   Joseph P. Kozlovac [SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent:   Tuesday, April 10, 2001 8:51 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety

Cabinets

Johns Hopkins used to require that all Class II Type A BSCs be thimble

connected.  That requirement has been relaxed somewhat recently.

At 06:42 PM 4/9/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Dear Biosafety Professionals;

>

>I have recently been appointed to a committee to review a value analysis

>study of the University of Washington Facility Design Standards.

>

>One section of the study addresses Biological Safety Cabinets(BSCs) and

>Thimble Connections.    The study makes a statement that no other

>institution (educational or private) requires a thimble connection for a

>Class II type A BSCS.

>

>This website shows what I am talking about.

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm>http://www.cdc.gov/od/

ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm

>

>My feeling is that this is not a true statement. I believe that  thimble

>connections are used.

>

>Therefore, I am looking for some help.  If your institution or facility

>requires/use thimble connections, could you please provide me with a name

>and phone number of a technical contact who would be willing to answer

>some questions.

>

>If your facility once required them and no longer does I would be

>interested in that as well.

>

>Please respond directly to me at

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu and not to the

list.

>

>Thank you

>

>Melinda Young

>

>

>

>

>Melinda Young

>Health & Safety Coordinator

>Regional Primate Research Center

>Box 357330

>Phone: 206-543-8686

>Fax:     206-685-0305

><mailto:melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu>melinday@bart.rprc.washington

.edu

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu

>

________________________________________________________________________

______

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

________________________________________________________________________

______

 << File: ATT00005.html >>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 16:11:28 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         pat king <patking@FMI.CH>

Subject:      Drosophila containment

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We are setting up a large lab for working with transgenic Drosophila.

Although the flies are not an immediate biological hazard and, being lab

strains, they are not especially fit, containment is still an issue for me

and for the authorities here. (Maybe you think it shouldn't be?) Anyway,

would anybody out there who is presently responsible for such flies be kind

enough to pass on their ideas, suggestions, tips for the design of such a lab.

Many thanks!

Pat King

Biosafety Officer

Friedrich Miescher Institute

for Biomedical Research

Basel, Switzerland

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 10:40:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

If/when the new NSF standard is published, will it affect the annual

certification of the BSCs we have that are not thimble connected, or will

it be only for new BSCs?

Is "minute quantities" defined?

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    "Gilpin, Richard"

                    <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMAR        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    YLAND.EDU>                  cc:

                    Sent by: A Biosafety        Subject:     Re: Use of Thimble Connections for

                    Discussion List             Biological Safety Cabinets

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT

                    .EDU>

                    04/10/2001 09:59 AM

                    Please respond to A

                    Biosafety Discussion

                    List

The revised NSF International Standard 49 Class II Biosafety Cabinetry, if

it remains in its current form, will not "require" that A2 cabinets be

canopy connected to the building mechanical exhaust.  However, when work

involves  minute quantities of volatile toxic chemicals, etc., A2 cabinets

must be exhausted through a canopy connection. A1 cabinets will not be

canopy connected.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Mary-Ann Sondrini [mailto:maryann@eagleson.org]

Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2001 9:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

A revised NSF Standard 49 for Class II Biological Safety Cabinets will be

coming out later this year, and it will require thimble connections for all

Type A/B3 BSCs.  The names of BSCs will also be changing.  An A will be an

A1, a B3 will become an A2 and B1 and B2 stay the same.

When you put a thimble on a BSC, you do need to make sure that you don't

change the balance of airflow in the cabinet.

-Mary Ann Sondrini

-----Original Message-----

From:   Joseph P. Kozlovac [SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent:   Tuesday, April 10, 2001 8:51 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety

Cabinets

Johns Hopkins used to require that all Class II Type A BSCs be thimble

connected.  That requirement has been relaxed somewhat recently.

At 06:42 PM 4/9/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Dear Biosafety Professionals;

>

>I have recently been appointed to a committee to review a value analysis

>study of the University of Washington Facility Design Standards.

>

>One section of the study addresses Biological Safety Cabinets(BSCs) and

>Thimble Connections.    The study makes a statement that no other

>institution (educational or private) requires a thimble connection for a

>Class II type A BSCS.

>

>This website shows what I am talking about.

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm>http://www.cdc.gov/od/

ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm

>

>My feeling is that this is not a true statement. I believe that  thimble

>connections are used.

>

>Therefore, I am looking for some help.  If your institution or facility

>requires/use thimble connections, could you please provide me with a name

>and phone number of a technical contact who would be willing to answer

>some questions.

>

>If your facility once required them and no longer does I would be

>interested in that as well.

>

>Please respond directly to me at

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu and not to the

list.

>

>Thank you

>

>Melinda Young

>

>

>

>

>Melinda Young

>Health & Safety Coordinator

>Regional Primate Research Center

>Box 357330

>Phone: 206-543-8686

>Fax:     206-685-0305

><mailto:melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu>melinday@bart.rprc.washington

.edu

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu

>

________________________________________________________________________

______

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

________________________________________________________________________

______

 << File: ATT00005.html >>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 10:44:47 -0400

Reply-To:     "maryann@eagleson.org" <maryann@eagleson.org>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mary-Ann Sondrini <maryann@EAGLESON.ORG>

Organization: Eagleson Institute

Subject:      Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

I'm sorry to mislead people to think that Type A BSCs have to be ducted.

 They do not have to be, but it they are ducted, the connection must be a

thimble.  My understanding is different than Richards, however, in that

both A1 and A2 can be ducted.

The difference between A1 and A2 is the following:

        A1 - Minimum intake velocity is 75 ft/min

        A2 - Minimum intake velocity is 100 ft/min

        A1 - May have positive pressure ducts and plenums

        A2 - Must have negative pressure ducts and plenums or positive pressure

ones surrounded by negative pressure.

-Mary Ann Sondrini

-----Original Message-----

From:   Gilpin, Richard [SMTP:rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent:   Tuesday, April 10, 2001 10:00 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

The revised NSF International Standard 49 Class II Biosafety Cabinetry, if

it remains in its current form, will not "require" that A2 cabinets be

canopy connected to the building mechanical exhaust.  However, when work

involves  minute quantities of volatile toxic chemicals, etc., A2 cabinets

must be exhausted through a canopy connection. A1 cabinets will not be

canopy connected.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Mary-Ann Sondrini [mailto:maryann@eagleson.org]

Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2001 9:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

A revised NSF Standard 49 for Class II Biological Safety Cabinets will be

coming out later this year, and it will require thimble connections for all

Type A/B3 BSCs.  The names of BSCs will also be changing.  An A will be an

A1, a B3 will become an A2 and B1 and B2 stay the same.

When you put a thimble on a BSC, you do need to make sure that you don't

change the balance of airflow in the cabinet.

-Mary Ann Sondrini

-----Original Message-----

From:   Joseph P. Kozlovac [SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent:   Tuesday, April 10, 2001 8:51 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety

Cabinets

Johns Hopkins used to require that all Class II Type A BSCs be thimble

connected.  That requirement has been relaxed somewhat recently.

At 06:42 PM 4/9/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Dear Biosafety Professionals;

>

>I have recently been appointed to a committee to review a value analysis

>study of the University of Washington Facility Design Standards.

>

>One section of the study addresses Biological Safety Cabinets(BSCs) and

>Thimble Connections.    The study makes a statement that no other

>institution (educational or private) requires a thimble connection for a

>Class II type A BSCS.

>

>This website shows what I am talking about.

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm>http://www.cdc.gov/od/

ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm

>

>My feeling is that this is not a true statement. I believe that  thimble

>connections are used.

>

>Therefore, I am looking for some help.  If your institution or facility

>requires/use thimble connections, could you please provide me with a name

>and phone number of a technical contact who would be willing to answer

>some questions.

>

>If your facility once required them and no longer does I would be

>interested in that as well.

>

>Please respond directly to me at

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu and not to the

list.

>

>Thank you

>

>Melinda Young

>

>

>

>

>Melinda Young

>Health & Safety Coordinator

>Regional Primate Research Center

>Box 357330

>Phone: 206-543-8686

>Fax:     206-685-0305

><mailto:melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu>melinday@bart.rprc.washington

.edu

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu

>

________________________________________________________________________

______

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

________________________________________________________________________

______

 << File: ATT00005.html >>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 10:47:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="windows-1252"

Revised NSF 49 would apply to newly listed biosafety cabinets. However, B3

cabinets should be disconnected from "hard" exhaust connections, canopy

connections are fine.

-----Original Message-----

From: Kim Auletta [mailto:kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2001 10:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

If/when the new NSF standard is published, will it affect the annual

certification of the BSCs we have that are not thimble connected, or will

it be only for new BSCs?

Is "minute quantities" defined?

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    "Gilpin, Richard"

                    <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMAR        To:

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    YLAND.EDU>                  cc:

                    Sent by: A Biosafety        Subject:     Re: Use of

Thimble Connections for

                    Discussion List             Biological Safety Cabinets

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT

                    .EDU>

                    04/10/2001 09:59 AM

                    Please respond to A

                    Biosafety Discussion

                    List

The revised NSF International Standard 49 Class II Biosafety Cabinetry, if

it remains in its current form, will not "require" that A2 cabinets be

canopy connected to the building mechanical exhaust.  However, when work

involves  minute quantities of volatile toxic chemicals, etc., A2 cabinets

must be exhausted through a canopy connection. A1 cabinets will not be

canopy connected.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Mary-Ann Sondrini [mailto:maryann@eagleson.org]

Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2001 9:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

A revised NSF Standard 49 for Class II Biological Safety Cabinets will be

coming out later this year, and it will require thimble connections for all

Type A/B3 BSCs.  The names of BSCs will also be changing.  An A will be an

A1, a B3 will become an A2 and B1 and B2 stay the same.

When you put a thimble on a BSC, you do need to make sure that you don't

change the balance of airflow in the cabinet.

-Mary Ann Sondrini

-----Original Message-----

From:   Joseph P. Kozlovac [SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent:   Tuesday, April 10, 2001 8:51 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety

Cabinets

Johns Hopkins used to require that all Class II Type A BSCs be thimble

connected.  That requirement has been relaxed somewhat recently.

At 06:42 PM 4/9/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Dear Biosafety Professionals;

>

>I have recently been appointed to a committee to review a value analysis

>study of the University of Washington Facility Design Standards.

>

>One section of the study addresses Biological Safety Cabinets(BSCs) and

>Thimble Connections.    The study makes a statement that no other

>institution (educational or private) requires a thimble connection for a

>Class II type A BSCS.

>

>This website shows what I am talking about.

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm>http://www.cdc.gov/od/

ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm

>

>My feeling is that this is not a true statement. I believe that  thimble

>connections are used.

>

>Therefore, I am looking for some help.  If your institution or facility

>requires/use thimble connections, could you please provide me with a name

>and phone number of a technical contact who would be willing to answer

>some questions.

>

>If your facility once required them and no longer does I would be

>interested in that as well.

>

>Please respond directly to me at

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu and not to the

list.

>

>Thank you

>

>Melinda Young

>

>

>

>

>Melinda Young

>Health & Safety Coordinator

>Regional Primate Research Center

>Box 357330

>Phone: 206-543-8686

>Fax:     206-685-0305

><mailto:melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu>melinday@bart.rprc.washington

.edu

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu

>

________________________________________________________________________

______

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

________________________________________________________________________

______

 << File: ATT00005.html >>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 10:56:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

A1 biosafety cabinets are not suitable for work with volatile toxic

chemicals and volatile radionuclides, with or without a canopy connection.

A2 canopy connected biosafety cabinets are suitable for work with minute

quantities of toxic volatile chemicals and radionuclides.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Mary-Ann Sondrini [mailto:maryann@eagleson.org]

Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2001 10:45 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

I'm sorry to mislead people to think that Type A BSCs have to be ducted.

 They do not have to be, but it they are ducted, the connection must be a

thimble.  My understanding is different than Richards, however, in that

both A1 and A2 can be ducted.

The difference between A1 and A2 is the following:

        A1 - Minimum intake velocity is 75 ft/min

        A2 - Minimum intake velocity is 100 ft/min

        A1 - May have positive pressure ducts and plenums

        A2 - Must have negative pressure ducts and plenums or positive

pressure

ones surrounded by negative pressure.

-Mary Ann Sondrini

-----Original Message-----

From:   Gilpin, Richard [SMTP:rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent:   Tuesday, April 10, 2001 10:00 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety

Cabinets

The revised NSF International Standard 49 Class II Biosafety Cabinetry, if

it remains in its current form, will not "require" that A2 cabinets be

canopy connected to the building mechanical exhaust.  However, when work

involves  minute quantities of volatile toxic chemicals, etc., A2 cabinets

must be exhausted through a canopy connection. A1 cabinets will not be

canopy connected.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Mary-Ann Sondrini [mailto:maryann@eagleson.org]

Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2001 9:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety Cabinets

A revised NSF Standard 49 for Class II Biological Safety Cabinets will be

coming out later this year, and it will require thimble connections for all

Type A/B3 BSCs.  The names of BSCs will also be changing.  An A will be an

A1, a B3 will become an A2 and B1 and B2 stay the same.

When you put a thimble on a BSC, you do need to make sure that you don't

change the balance of airflow in the cabinet.

-Mary Ann Sondrini

-----Original Message-----

From:   Joseph P. Kozlovac [SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent:   Tuesday, April 10, 2001 8:51 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Use of Thimble Connections for Biological Safety

Cabinets

Johns Hopkins used to require that all Class II Type A BSCs be thimble

connected.  That requirement has been relaxed somewhat recently.

At 06:42 PM 4/9/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Dear Biosafety Professionals;

>

>I have recently been appointed to a committee to review a value analysis

>study of the University of Washington Facility Design Standards.

>

>One section of the study addresses Biological Safety Cabinets(BSCs) and

>Thimble Connections.    The study makes a statement that no other

>institution (educational or private) requires a thimble connection for a

>Class II type A BSCS.

>

>This website shows what I am talking about.

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm>http://www.cdc.gov/od/

ohs/biosfty/bscs/fig4.htm

>

>My feeling is that this is not a true statement. I believe that  thimble

>connections are used.

>

>Therefore, I am looking for some help.  If your institution or facility

>requires/use thimble connections, could you please provide me with a name

>and phone number of a technical contact who would be willing to answer

>some questions.

>

>If your facility once required them and no longer does I would be

>interested in that as well.

>

>Please respond directly to me at

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu and not to the

list.

>

>Thank you

>

>Melinda Young

>

>

>

>

>Melinda Young

>Health & Safety Coordinator

>Regional Primate Research Center

>Box 357330

>Phone: 206-543-8686

>Fax:     206-685-0305

><mailto:melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu>melinday@bart.rprc.washington

.edu

><mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>biosafe@u.washington.edu

>

________________________________________________________________________

______

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

________________________________________________________________________

______

 << File: ATT00005.html >>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 10:11:52 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Drosophila containment

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.6.32.20010410161128.007d6580@imail>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

You should consult the Arthropod Containment Guidelines that Mark Benedict

has been putting together:

http://klab.agsci.colostate.edu/~mbenedic/ACG.html

I personally think that transgenic Drosophila are an insignificant risk

compared to the rearing of dangerous exotic arthropods.  As a former

entomologist, I am sure that most biological safety officers are unaware of

what is being reared and what the risks are.  I am reminded of the late

1970s when our lab was cloning slime mold ribosomal RNA genes in E. coli in

P3 containment while growing tens of liters of Haemophilus influenzae (for

restriction enzymes) in the regular lab.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of pat king

> Sent: Tuesday, April 10, 2001 10:11 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Drosophila containment

>

>

> We are setting up a large lab for working with transgenic Drosophila.

> Although the flies are not an immediate biological hazard and, being lab

> strains, they are not especially fit, containment is still an issue for me

> and for the authorities here. (Maybe you think it shouldn't be?) Anyway,

> would anybody out there who is presently responsible for such

> flies be kind

> enough to pass on their ideas, suggestions, tips for the design

> of such a lab.

> Many thanks!

>

> Pat King

> Biosafety Officer

> Friedrich Miescher Institute

> for Biomedical Research

> Basel, Switzerland

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 14:40:04 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      CJD Protection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I have been asked by the hospital Operating Room staff to help design

control requirements for a case they have scheduled this week.

The hospital has a female patient with 3rd degree burns covering all of her

back. Standard treatment includes debridding and grafting the skin in the

OR. This process creates lots of aerosols. Unfortunately, this patient also

has CJD.

The Facilities HVAC folks don't want this case to occur. The OR folks say

they have no choice.

Have any of you dealt with this? Do you have any CJD procedures for ORs?

How do you control the aerosols?

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Apr 2001 16:23:20 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Grushka <mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU>

Subject:      Specific Institutional Transgenic Animal and Insect Policies

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0045_01C0C1DA.8E6E52C0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0045_01C0C1DA.8E6E52C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Listserve Members:

In February I sent a message to the group soliciting comments about your =

use of transgenic insects. Our IBC is still evaluating the personnel, =

organizational and environmental risks associated with such work. A =

special subcommittee has been formed as part of our IBC to evaluate =

risks associated with transgenic animals and insects. If any of you have =

specific policies or procedures referenced in your respective Biosafety =

Manuals on the subject. I am particularly interested in BL-N containment =

requirements you may have at your respective institutions for transgenic =

insects and animals. This information would be very helpful in framing =

the future discussions by this Subcommittee. If you could provide me =

URL's to the applicable sections, I would greatly appreciate it.

Regards,

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

520-621-5279

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Apr 2001 08:25:37 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jim Reiman <JREIMAN343@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: BIOSAFTY Digest - 9 Apr 2001 to 10 Apr 2001 (#2001-85)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type:  multipart/alternative;

               boundary="part1_b6.13da8f93.2805a741_boundary"

--part1_b6.13da8f93.2805a741_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I was under the impression that the new NSF revisions were recommending that

Class II type A's and B3's which were to be connected to exhaust duct

systems, would be thimble connected not hard connected.

       Some of these comments appear to imply that all A's and/or B3's will

be required to be ducted.

Jim Reiman

Laboratory Safety Services Inc.

lss@netrom.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Apr 2001 08:33:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      new NSF revisions and speculations

In-Reply-To:  <b6.13da8f93.2805a741@aol.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0006_01C0C262.16518A40"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0006_01C0C262.16518A40

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

It's easy to speculate and spread rumors. How about we wait until the final

revision is officially published by NSF and we all can have a constructive

discussion on the changes. I am certainly looking forward to that.

Thanks.

Stefan

  -----Original Message-----

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Jim Reiman

  Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2001 8:26 AM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Re: BIOSAFTY Digest - 9 Apr 2001 to 10 Apr 2001 (#2001-85)

  I was under the impression that the new NSF revisions were recommending

that

  Class II type A's and B3's which were to be connected to exhaust duct

  systems, would be thimble connected not hard connected.

        Some of these comments appear to imply that all A's and/or B3's will

  be required to be ducted.

  Jim Reiman

  Laboratory Safety Services Inc.

  lss@netrom.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Apr 2001 08:59:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <jpointer@MAIL.MDANDERSON.ORG>

Subject:      Re: CJD Protection

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

HI Kim,

We have never done anything with CJD patients here but I have a suggestion that

might work.  We have controlled aerosols in OR before using isolation tents -

specifically the "Demistifier" tent -  I hate to mention brands!  Anyway, this

tent has a sterilizable, 1 foot square opening that can be placed at the head,

toe or side of the table.  Surgeons can put their arms through the opening and

do their thing, without too much inconvenience.  The plastic drop down part -

sort of like the plastic sheets enclosing a down-draft operating table, air

curtain - are tucked under the mastress of the gurney and a HEPA, filters all

the air generated during the procedure before it is discharged into the room.

NIH tested the tent for some liposomal aerosol administrations we did and found

it to contain well.  I have their report but it is unfaxable - in booklet form.

The only problem - the air it sucks in through the opening would just be room

air.  Our OR supply air is HEPA filtered - so we figured this wouldn't be a

problem for our application but it may be more important in a burn case -

sterile field and all to consider.  If your HVAC personnel are concerned about

escape of aerosols to other areas of the OR - this would probably work.  If you

want to investigate more give me a call and I'll look up the phone numbers for

you.

Judy Pointer,

UT MD Anderson Cancer Center

713 745-1423

Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU> on 04/10/2001 01:40:04 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

Subject:  CJD Protection

I have been asked by the hospital Operating Room staff to help design

control requirements for a case they have scheduled this week.

The hospital has a female patient with 3rd degree burns covering all of her

back. Standard treatment includes debridding and grafting the skin in the

OR. This process creates lots of aerosols. Unfortunately, this patient also

has CJD.

The Facilities HVAC folks don't want this case to occur. The OR folks say

they have no choice.

Have any of you dealt with this? Do you have any CJD procedures for ORs?

How do you control the aerosols?

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Apr 2001 10:11:54 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CJD Protection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Thanks for the info. I hadn't heard of that brand, but I had thought of

setting up something similar - we do alot af asbestos work, so we have the

equipment for negative pressure tent enclosures.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

631-632-9672

kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Apr 2001 10:33:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: new NSF revisions and speculations

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0015_01C0C272.CF308E20"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0015_01C0C272.CF308E20

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

AMEN, Thanks Stefan, for a note of reason in an unreasonable world. 

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Stefan Wagener

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2001 8:33 AM

  Subject: new NSF revisions and speculations

  It's easy to speculate and spread rumors. How about we wait until the =

final revision is officially published by NSF and we all can have a =

constructive discussion on the changes. I am certainly looking forward =

to that.

  Thanks.

  Stefan

    -----Original Message-----

    From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On =

Behalf Of Jim Reiman

    Sent: Wednesday, April 11, 2001 8:26 AM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: Re: BIOSAFTY Digest - 9 Apr 2001 to 10 Apr 2001 (#2001-85)

    I was under the impression that the new NSF revisions were =

recommending that

    Class II type A's and B3's which were to be connected to exhaust =

duct

    systems, would be thimble connected not hard connected.

          Some of these comments appear to imply that all A's and/or =

B3's will

    be required to be ducted.

    Jim Reiman

    Laboratory Safety Services Inc.

    lss@netrom.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Apr 2001 11:36:47 -0400

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      Animal Allergens

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------42435ECAF7AD987C9E446672"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------42435ECAF7AD987C9E446672

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Does anyone know of a laboratory that can analyze and quantitate animal

allergens?

We're trying to see if a connection exists between a researcher located

in a building with animal care facilities and his symptoms.  He does not

handle animals but we would like to validate the ventilation system's

ability to keep non-animal areas allergen-free.

Thank you.

--------------42435ECAF7AD987C9E446672

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;-752

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------42435ECAF7AD987C9E446672--

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Apr 2001 16:02:21 -0400

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      occupational infections w/Bloodborne Paths.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------1B7A7895D2A92ABFF049B0A5"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------1B7A7895D2A92ABFF049B0A5

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

For several years, I've been citing the drop in occupational HBV

infections from ~ 5,000/yr. in 1991 when the BBP was enacted to ~800 in

1995.  Does anyone have any more recent data??

Also, any estimates on annual occupational infections w/HCV??

Thanks.

--------------1B7A7895D2A92ABFF049B0A5

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;-752

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------1B7A7895D2A92ABFF049B0A5--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Apr 2001 16:56:47 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Teresa Robertson <Teresa_Robertson@FIRSTCLASS1.CSUBAK.EDU>

Subject:      How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

In-Reply-To:  <3AB7F402.FB8BDE0D@wpi.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

Dear Biosafety Friends,

By what mechanism does Clorox kill microbes?

Thanks,

Teresa

Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

California State University, Bakersfield

9001 Stockdale Highway

Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 11:05:55 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

In-Reply-To:  <fc.004c4cf600ec24e43b9aca0057daad1e.ec24f6@firstclass1.csubak.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I always thought it was oxidation of the protien "shell" of the bacteria.

Bob

>Dear Biosafety Friends,

>

>By what mechanism does Clorox kill microbes?

>

>Thanks,

>Teresa

>

>Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

>Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

>Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

>Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

>

>Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

>California State University, Bakersfield

>9001 Stockdale Highway

>Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 08:05:14 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Teresa Robertson <Teresa_Robertson@FIRSTCLASS1.CSUBAK.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

In-Reply-To:  <l03130302b700ba5b6bbd@[129.22.180.183]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

>I always thought it was oxidation of the protien "shell" of the bacteria.

Anyone have additional comments?

>

>

>Bob

Thanks, Bob.  I was beginning to wonder  with no responses back, if I

should re-phrase the question.  I tried to make it short and simple....

Here's another question.  Why, then, with a cabinet we have full of dozens

and dozens of different oxidizing compounds do we use sodium hypochlorite?

>

>>Dear Biosafety Friends,

>>

>>By what mechanism does Clorox kill microbes?

>>

>>Thanks,

>>Teresa

>>

>>Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

>>Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

>>Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

>>Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

>>

>>Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

>>California State University, Bakersfield

>>9001 Stockdale Highway

>>Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

>

>

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      /

>_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

> \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

>Safety

>   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

California State University, Bakersfield

9001 Stockdale Highway

Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 11:15:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Bernholc, Nicole M" <bernholc@BNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

This is totally unscientific but my guess it that it has been tested and it

works; it is readily available; bleach is commonly accepted, in work and

nonwork populations so there isn't a lot of  education of staff etc. for use

of chemicals.  ....

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 10:25:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "richard d. johnston" <rdjohnst@FACSTAFF.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bleach

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Keep in mind, CDC recently modified its policy on use of

Bleach....solutions need to be made fresh daily.... if in question, the new

policy is one their website at CDC.gov

Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

University Health Services

University of Wisconsin-Madison

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 11:19:31 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@OSPREY.SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

answers to the two questions (I'll let you put them in order)

cheap, safe, effective, easy to buy, easy to work with, easy to dispose =

of, familiar, etc.

By far the most effective and reactive disinfecting agents are oxidizing =

agents such as chlorine bleach. The disinfectant action of bleach is due =

to the formation of hypochlorous acid (HOCl) from water and chlorine gas =

(Cl2). Hypoclorous acid is a highly reactive compound that inactivates =

enzymes by destroying their molecular structure. Unlike other chemical =

agents, oxidizing agents can destroy both bacteria and spores.

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor

Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the SMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 301-862-0198 (sorry, no voicemail)

Fax: 301-862-0281

email: NUMBerger@smcm.edu

For Personal faxes, mail, and parcels, please clearly label "PERSONAL"

>>> Teresa Robertson <Teresa_Robertson@FIRSTCLASS1.CSUBAK.EDU> 04/16 11:05 =

AM >>>

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

>I always thought it was oxidation of the protien "shell" of the bacteria.

Anyone have additional comments?

>

>

>Bob

Thanks, Bob.  I was beginning to wonder  with no responses back, if I

should re-phrase the question.  I tried to make it short and simple....

Here's another question.  Why, then, with a cabinet we have full of dozens

and dozens of different oxidizing compounds do we use sodium hypochlorite?

>

>>Dear Biosafety Friends,

>>

>>By what mechanism does Clorox kill microbes?

>>

>>Thanks,

>>Teresa

>>

>>Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

>>Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

>>Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

>>Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

>>

>>Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

>>California State University, Bakersfield

>>9001 Stockdale Highway

>>Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

>

>

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      /

>_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

> \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

>Safety

>   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org=

Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

California State University, Bakersfield

9001 Stockdale Highway

Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 11:46:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bleach

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

1:50 dilution of chlorine bleach stored at room temperature in a closed

plastic container will become equivalent of a 1:100 [the effective

concentration] after one month (Am.J.Infec. Cont.17:1, 1989)

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: richard d. johnston [mailto:rdjohnst@FACSTAFF.WISC.EDU]

Sent: Monday, April 16, 2001 11:26 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Bleach

Keep in mind, CDC recently modified its policy on use of

Bleach....solutions need to be made fresh daily.... if in question, the new

policy is one their website at CDC.gov

Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

University Health Services

University of Wisconsin-Madison

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 12:13:05 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "R. Thomas Leonard" <tleonard@MAIL.WISTAR.UPENN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

In-Reply-To:  <fc.004c4cf600ec615c3b9aca0057daad1e.ec620e@firstclass1.csu

              bak.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Teresa,

Good question. Fact is, I don't think that there is any single mechanism

that applies to all organisms. It appears that there are multiple

mechanisms involved. They include disruption of cell membrane permeability

which influences critical transport systems, to nucleic acid and enzyme

disruption. In any case, the fundamental mechanism is chorine-driven

oxidation of some cellular component(s). The question then becomes which

component(s) of the microorganism of interest are biochemical targets for

oxidation.

As for your second question, I agree with Nicole; we know it works, it is

not too dangerous and it is cheap.

Regards, Tom

At 08:05 AM 4/16/01 -0700, you wrote:

>BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

> >I always thought it was oxidation of the protien "shell" of the bacteria.

>

>Anyone have additional comments?

> >

> >

> >Bob

>

>Thanks, Bob.  I was beginning to wonder  with no responses back, if I

>should re-phrase the question.  I tried to make it short and simple....

>

>Here's another question.  Why, then, with a cabinet we have full of dozens

>and dozens of different oxidizing compounds do we use sodium hypochlorite?

> >

> >>Dear Biosafety Friends,

> >>

> >>By what mechanism does Clorox kill microbes?

> >>

> >>Thanks,

> >>Teresa

> >>

> >>Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

> >>Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

> >>Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

> >>Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

> >>

> >>Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

> >>California State University, Bakersfield

> >>9001 Stockdale Highway

> >>Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

> >

> >

> >

> >_____________________________________________________________________

> >__      /

> >_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> >_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

> > \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

> >  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

> >Safety

> >   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

>

>

>

>Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

>Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

>Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

>Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

>

>Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

>California State University, Bakersfield

>9001 Stockdale Highway

>Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

***********************************

R. Thomas Leonard, M.S., CSP, CBSP

Safety Officer

The Wistar Institute

3601 Spruce Street

Philadelphia, PA 19104

(ph)215-898-3712

(fx)215-898-3868

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 12:07:28 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      National Animal Disease Center position announcements

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I was asked to post the following position announcements for the USDA

National Animal Disease Center:

Vacancy Announcement  (two)

USDA, ARS, National Animal Disease Center

Ames, Iowa

Industrial Hygiene & Safety Manager:  This position serves as Department

Head of the Environmental Health & Safety Department and is responsible for

safety & health program management for the Center.   A copy of the position

announcement can be accessed at:

http://www.ars.usda.gov/afm2/divisions/hrd/vacancy/X1W-1290.htm

Closing date:  May 4, 2001

Safety & Occupational Health Specialist:  Serves as a team member addressing

wide-range issues for safety & health programs at the Center.  A copy of the

vacancy announcement can be accessed at:

http://www.ars.usda.gov/afm2/divisions/hrd/vacancy/X1W-1303.htm

Closing Date:  April 27, 2001

Please contact Scott Rusk, Assistant Center Director,  Research Program

Support Services, for additional information:  515-663-7201,

srusk@nadc.ars.usda.gov

The NADC is the Nation's largest domestic animal disease biocontainment

research facility.  The Home Page for NADC is:

http://www.nadc.ars.usda.gov/

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 13:16:07 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

For the definitive answer (it is too long to print out in an email) see

"Chlorine and Chlorine Compounds" by G. R. Dychdala, in Disinfection,

Sterilization and Preservation 4th Ed., Chapter 7, Seymour S. Block, Ed.,

Lea and Febiger, 1991.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Teresa Robertson" <Teresa_Robertson@FIRSTCLASS1.CSUBAK.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, April 16, 2001 11:05 AM

Subject: Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

> BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

> >I always thought it was oxidation of the protien "shell" of the bacteria.

>

> Anyone have additional comments?

> >

> >

> >Bob

>

> Thanks, Bob.  I was beginning to wonder  with no responses back, if I

> should re-phrase the question.  I tried to make it short and simple....

>

> Here's another question.  Why, then, with a cabinet we have full of dozens

> and dozens of different oxidizing compounds do we use sodium hypochlorite?

> >

> >>Dear Biosafety Friends,

> >>

> >>By what mechanism does Clorox kill microbes?

> >>

> >>Thanks,

> >>Teresa

> >>

> >>Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

> >>Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

> >>Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

> >>Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

> >>

> >>Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

> >>California State University, Bakersfield

> >>9001 Stockdale Highway

> >>Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

> >

> >

> >

> >_____________________________________________________________________

> >__      /

> >_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> >_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

> > \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

> >  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

> >Safety

> >   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail

rlatsch@naso.org

>

>

>

> Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

> Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

> Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

> Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

>

> Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

> California State University, Bakersfield

> 9001 Stockdale Highway

> Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 13:41:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The take home lesson here is to not make statements without a definitive

scientific literature references.

The "current-2001" answer is: "The mechanism of the activity [chlorine] has

not been fully elucidated, despite much research".

Citation:  G.R. Dychdala. 2001. Chlorine and Chlorine Compounds. Chapter 7.

Page 137. Column 2. Paragraph 4.  In, (S.S. Block, Ed. Disinfection,

Sterilization, and Preservation Fifth Edition. Lippincott Williams &

Wilkins. Philadelphia PA. ISBN: 0-683-30740-1   2001

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: J.H. Keene [mailto:jkeene@EROLS.COM]

Sent: Monday, April 16, 2001 1:16 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

For the definitive answer (it is too long to print out in an email) see

"Chlorine and Chlorine Compounds" by G. R. Dychdala, in Disinfection,

Sterilization and Preservation 4th Ed., Chapter 7, Seymour S. Block, Ed.,

Lea and Febiger, 1991.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Teresa Robertson" <Teresa_Robertson@FIRSTCLASS1.CSUBAK.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, April 16, 2001 11:05 AM

Subject: Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

> BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

> >I always thought it was oxidation of the protien "shell" of the bacteria.

>

> Anyone have additional comments?

> >

> >

> >Bob

>

> Thanks, Bob.  I was beginning to wonder  with no responses back, if I

> should re-phrase the question.  I tried to make it short and simple....

>

> Here's another question.  Why, then, with a cabinet we have full of dozens

> and dozens of different oxidizing compounds do we use sodium hypochlorite?

> >

> >>Dear Biosafety Friends,

> >>

> >>By what mechanism does Clorox kill microbes?

> >>

> >>Thanks,

> >>Teresa

> >>

> >>Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

> >>Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

> >>Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

> >>Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

> >>

> >>Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

> >>California State University, Bakersfield

> >>9001 Stockdale Highway

> >>Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

> >

> >

> >

> >_____________________________________________________________________

> >__      /

> >_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> >_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

> > \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

> >  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

> >Safety

> >   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail

rlatsch@naso.org

>

>

>

> Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

> Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

> Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

> Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

>

> Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

> California State University, Bakersfield

> 9001 Stockdale Highway

> Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

>
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Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 11:54:08 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      FW: NIH report
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for those of you with an interest in these matters....

NIH has issued its report on their findings from their proactive compliance

site visits conducted in the calendar year 2000.

http://grants.nih.gov/grants/compliance/compliance.htm

<http://grants.nih.gov/grants/compliance/compliance.htm>

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

Denver, CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Pager:   303-266-5402

Fax:      303-315-8026
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Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 16:05:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Brenda Barry <BBarry@EHEINC.COM>

Subject:      Pseudorabies Virus

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi All,

Does anyone have experience with establishing a biosafety level for

pseudorabies virus (PRV)?  I checked the ABSA risk groups web site and there

was no listing for PRV under BMBL or  NIH.  Canada lists it as BSL-2.  This

seems reasonable.  Any comments?

Brenda

Brenda E. Barry, Ph.D.

Senior Associate

Environmental Health & Engineering, Inc.

60 Wells Avenue

Newton, MA  02459

Phone: 617-964-8550

FAX: 617-964-8556

Web Site: www.eheinc.com
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Date:         Mon, 16 Apr 2001 16:26:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?
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Thanks Richard,  I have the 4th edition and is says the same thing.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, April 16, 2001 1:41 PM

Subject: Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

> The take home lesson here is to not make statements without a definitive

> scientific literature references.

>

> The "current-2001" answer is: "The mechanism of the activity [chlorine]

has

> not been fully elucidated, despite much research".

>

> Citation:  G.R. Dychdala. 2001. Chlorine and Chlorine Compounds. Chapter

7.

> Page 137. Column 2. Paragraph 4.  In, (S.S. Block, Ed. Disinfection,

> Sterilization, and Preservation Fifth Edition. Lippincott Williams &

> Wilkins. Philadelphia PA. ISBN: 0-683-30740-1   2001

>

> Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

> Assistant Professor of Medicine & Environmental Health Sciences, Johns

> Hopkins University

> Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

> Biosafety Officer

> University of Maryland, Baltimore

> 714 West Lombard Street, Room 206

> Baltimore, MD 21201

> 410.706.7845

> 410.706.1520 (fax)

> rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

> www.ehs.umaryland.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: J.H. Keene [mailto:jkeene@EROLS.COM]

> Sent: Monday, April 16, 2001 1:16 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

>

>

> For the definitive answer (it is too long to print out in an email) see

> "Chlorine and Chlorine Compounds" by G. R. Dychdala, in Disinfection,

> Sterilization and Preservation 4th Ed., Chapter 7, Seymour S. Block, Ed.,

> Lea and Febiger, 1991.

>

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Teresa Robertson" <Teresa_Robertson@FIRSTCLASS1.CSUBAK.EDU>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Monday, April 16, 2001 11:05 AM

> Subject: Re: How Does Bleach Kill Microbes?

>

>

> > BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

> > >I always thought it was oxidation of the protien "shell" of the

bacteria.

> >

> > Anyone have additional comments?

> > >

> > >

> > >Bob

> >

> > Thanks, Bob.  I was beginning to wonder  with no responses back, if I

> > should re-phrase the question.  I tried to make it short and simple....

> >

> > Here's another question.  Why, then, with a cabinet we have full of

dozens

> > and dozens of different oxidizing compounds do we use sodium

hypochlorite?

> > >

> > >>Dear Biosafety Friends,

> > >>

> > >>By what mechanism does Clorox kill microbes?

> > >>

> > >>Thanks,

> > >>Teresa

> > >>

> > >>Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

> > >>Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

> > >>Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

> > >>Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

> > >>

> > >>Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

> > >>California State University, Bakersfield

> > >>9001 Stockdale Highway

> > >>Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

> > >

> > >

> > >

> > >_____________________________________________________________________

> > >__      /

> > >_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> > >_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

> > > \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

> > >  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

> > >Safety

> > >   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail

> rlatsch@naso.org

> >

> >

> >

> > Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

> > Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

> > Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

> > Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

> >

> > Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

> > California State University, Bakersfield

> > 9001 Stockdale Highway

> > Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099

> >

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         R&B Price <rmpbbsp@MAINE.RR.COM>

Subject:      Issue #83 of ASA Newsletter is out
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The ASA Newsletter, an international journal for  the Professional in

Government, Industry and Academia with an interest in Nuclear,

Biological and Chemical Defense, Disarmament and Verification;

Chemical and Biological Terrorism; Emergency and Disaster Medical

Planning; Industrial Health and Safety; and Environmental Protection.

ASA#83 is out.

an inside look at 01-2 Page

o C/B Terrorism: Reflections Wilton Park by John Ellis van Courtland

Moon    1

o BTWC Protocol: The Final Stage by Graham Pearson      1

o What about nuclear/radiological terrorism by Bernard Anet     1

o Conforming to the CWC is not Easy and not Cheap by Barbara and

Richard Price   1

o US Shadow Over the BWC Protocol by Barbara Rosenberg  3

o CBMTS - Industry II World Congress World Congress on Chemical and

Biological Terrorism    4

o CBMTS IV      6

o Possible Criteria for Selecting Human, Animal and Plant Pathogens

and Toxins for the BTWC by Slavko Bokan 7

http://www.asanltr.com/newsletter/01-2/BOKAN_criteria.htm.

o 7th CBW Protection Symposium. - Stockholm     8

o Rudolf Portmann Retires       14

o ASA and the 7th CBWA  14

o On The Street 15

o CBMTS IV      15

o ASA Inc. advertisement        25

o 2ns International Symposium NBC Decon 30

o International Conference Protection Bio Threats       30

o Recent U.S. Contracts 31

o Bioscope '01  32

Selected articles from previous issues can be found on http://www.asanltr.com.

--

Barbara B. Price, Ph. D.

Co-chair, CBMTS-Industry 2

_______________________________________________

Applied Science & Analysis, ASA Inc.

PO Box 17533 ....... Portland, ME 04112-8533  ...............   USA

phone: 207-829-6376, cell: 207-831-3398, fax: 207-829-3040

  asa@maine.rr.com

http://www.asanltr.com
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Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      West Nile
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Reading the CDC latest West Nile Guidelines leads me to 2 questions:

1-Although classified as a BL-3 organism, it states that some procedures

can be conducted in BSL-2 facility with essentially BL-3 practices (i.e.

2+).  The caveat is that a "class 2 biological safety cabinet" be used.

Is this the new terminology for IIB's, i.e. a hard ducted, thimble, or

canopy exhaust?

2-Is the BL-3 designation based on experimental evidence of airborne

transmission, a 'better safe than sorry (until we know more)' approach,

or some combination of both?

Thank you.

--------------55E008A3B2CF89F71B2D2EFE

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;-752

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------55E008A3B2CF89F71B2D2EFE--
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Date:         Tue, 17 Apr 2001 14:42:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      CDC online Biosafety training
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Dear List members:

I came across this CDC on-line training, which I think is pretty good.

It basically summarizes everything in the BMBL.

Many of you may have seen it, but I didn't see it come across the BIOSAFTY

List-serve.

So I thought I would share it.

>http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/pdffiles/Module%202%20-%20Biosafety.pdf

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      FYI

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type:  multipart/alternative;

               boundary="part1_fd.4ff4d2e.280e3686_boundary"

--part1_fd.4ff4d2e.280e3686_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Want to send this story to another AOL member? Click on the heart at the top

of this window.

USDA Asks for Foot-and-Mouth Backup

By PHILIP BRASHER

.c The Associated Press

WASHINGTON (AP) - The director of the only U.S. lab that studies and tests

for foot-and-mouth disease said Tuesday that the chances of an outbreak

somewhere in the country are ``quite great,'' given the amount people travel

between the U.S. and Britain.

``It's only through the diligence of the people at the various ports of entry

that we've been able to keep it out. I'll have to add also luck,'' said David

Huxsoll, director of the Agriculture Department's Plum Island laboratory, off

Long Island, N.Y.

Foot-and-mouth disease is harmless to humans but has devastated livestock in

Britain because herds are destroyed to prevent its spread. The disease is

common throughout most of the world, including South America, but has not

been found in the United States since 1929.

USDA has banned imports of livestock and raw meat from the European Union and

has increased inspections of incoming airline passengers.

``We are doing everything we can to make sure it doesn't come into this

country,'' Agriculture Secretary Ann Veneman said at an agricultural policy

conference Tuesday.

More than 16 million people arrive in the United States annually on flights

from Britain. About 2 percent have items that could carry the virus, such as

meat and cheese, according to an Agriculture Department survey in 1999. A

much smaller number - 22 of the nearly 21,000 passengers surveyed - visit a

farm or ranch after arriving here.

If the virus has reached the United States already, it could have been in the

country for only 24 to 48 hours, Huxsoll said, speaking to reporters at the

New York lab.

``Signs for the disease would appear quite quickly, and we have veterinarians

... that are extremely alert and sensitive to the appearance to those kind of

lesions and it would get reported very quickly,'' he said.

Plum Island would be the first to know of an outbreak because it tests tissue

samples sent in by veterinarians from suspect cases.

USDA, meanwhile, has asked a variety of federal agencies, including the

departments of Defense and Interior, to help prepare for an outbreak of

foot-and-mouth disease.

``We have adequate resources'' to keep the disease out of the United States,

``but we are going to continue to look at the systems that are in place,''

USDA spokesman Kevin Herglotz said.

Representatives of various departments and agencies, which also included the

Federal Emergency Management Agency, conducted a tabletop exercise last week

to test their ability to respond to a worst-case scenario in which the

disease broke out in Iowa and spread to three other states. It would have

required 50,000 people, including military personnel, to contain the disease.

``In the worst-case scenario, all the agencies saw that it was overwhelming.

I don't think this was a surprise,'' Herglotz said.

USDA asked the departments and agencies to identify the resources that would

be available to combat an outbreak.

The Federal Emergency Management Agency is making preparations to coordinate

the federal response to an outbreak in much the same way it responds to

hurricanes and other natural disasters, said FEMA spokeswoman Holly

Harrington. ``We have the authority to ask other federal agencies to help

respond,'' she said.

The department organized a more extensive exercise last fall involving Canada

and Mexico that included simulated outbreaks in south Texas and Canada.

Because of the government's precautions, a U.S. foot-and-mouth outbreak now

``is probably less likely than it was a year or two years ago,'' said Chuck

Lambert, who has been following the issue for the National Cattlemen's Beef

Association.

On the Net: USDA: http://www.usda.gov

FEMA: http://www.fema.gov

AP-NY-04-17-01 1743EDT

Copyright 2001 The Associated Press. The information contained in the AP news

report may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or otherwise distributed

without the prior written authority of The Associated Press.  All active

hyperlinks have been inserted by AOL.
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Date:         Thu, 19 Apr 2001 11:25:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "KLEIN, Jan" <JKLEIN@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Applicability of the Guidelines

> Dear Biosafty Group,

>

> I am having trouble figuring out which section of the NIH Guidelines

> applies to the following situation: DNA from a non-viral RG2 pathogen is

> expressed in cell culture (e.g., Schistosoma mansoni DNA expressed in

> HepG2).

>

> If the genes were to be expressed in a prokaryote or lower eukaryote, it

> clearly would fall under III-D-2.  And if the gene source were viral, it

> clearly would fall under III-D-3. My inclination is to consider it under

> III-E as an experiment that is not included in other sections, but I find

> investigators claiming it as exempt.

>

> Please respond directly to me and not to the list, unless you feel that

> this question has broad interest. Thanks.

>

> Jan Klein

> Biological Safety Officer

> UW Madison

> 608-263-9026

>

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Applicability of the Guidelines
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Researchers strike again, with misunderstanding of the Guidelines.

Remember, the guidelines were not originally set up as "occupational safety"

guidelines, but rather to insure that the genetic manipulation did not

result in a significant hazard to people and the environment.  Exempt

experiments can be done at BL-1,2, or 3 depending on the Risk group of

either the donor, vector, or host cells.  Exempt in terms of the Guidelines

refers to the genetic manipulation and the possibility of creating a new

organism that might be harmful.  Exempt experiments are those that are not

expected to result in the creation of a recombinant organism that might not

result from normal transfer of genetic material in nature, or that might be

of particular environmental or health concern.  Researchers often confuse

"exempt" with BL-1 and the two terms have no relationship.  Tell them to use

BL-2 procedures in a BL-2 lab and explain to them that that is probably what

they are doing anyway since normal research labs are usually built to BL-2

specifications and BL-2 procedures are really just Good Microbiological

Technique which they should be using anyway.

----- Original Message -----

From: "KLEIN, Jan" <JKLEIN@FPM.WISC.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, April 19, 2001 12:25 PM

Subject: Applicability of the Guidelines

> > Dear Biosafty Group,

> >

> > I am having trouble figuring out which section of the NIH Guidelines

> > applies to the following situation: DNA from a non-viral RG2 pathogen is

> > expressed in cell culture (e.g., Schistosoma mansoni DNA expressed in

> > HepG2).

> >

> > If the genes were to be expressed in a prokaryote or lower eukaryote, it

> > clearly would fall under III-D-2.  And if the gene source were viral, it

> > clearly would fall under III-D-3. My inclination is to consider it under

> > III-E as an experiment that is not included in other sections, but I

find

> > investigators claiming it as exempt.

> >

> > Please respond directly to me and not to the list, unless you feel that

> > this question has broad interest. Thanks.

> >

> > Jan Klein

> > Biological Safety Officer

> > UW Madison

> > 608-263-9026

> >

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gill Norton <gmnorton@UWO.CA>

Organization: University of Western Ontario

Subject:      biosafety for staff involved in genetherapy trials
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Hi!

 Does anyone know of guidelines or regulations in either Canada or the

USA referring to biosafety for  OR staff and HC staff  caring for

patients  involved in gene therapy trials?

 The laboratory guidelines both in Canada and the US could apply to the

process of constituting the virus in the pharmacy but what applies both

in the administration of the " drug" and in the weeks afterwards when

viral shedding is a possibility?

 Thanks,

Gillian

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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Date:         Fri, 20 Apr 2001 07:44:52 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Shawler <dshawler@NOVARX.ORG>

Subject:      Re: biosafety for staff involved in genetherapy trials

In-Reply-To:  <3AE0432B.846E3383@julian.uwo.ca>

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Gillian:

Look at the NIH Guidelines for rDNA Research.  A copy can be found at

http://www4.od.nih.gov/oba/Rdna.htm

Dan Shawler

NovaRx

Director of Quality Control and Assurance

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List

Behalf Of Gill Norton

Subject: biosafety for staff involved in genetherapy trials

Hi!

 Does anyone know of guidelines or regulations in either Canada or the

USA referring to biosafety for  OR staff and HC staff  caring for

patients  involved in gene therapy trials?

 The laboratory guidelines both in Canada and the US could apply to the

process of constituting the virus in the pharmacy but what applies both

in the administration of the " drug" and in the weeks afterwards when

viral shedding is a possibility?

 Thanks,

Gillian

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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Date:         Fri, 20 Apr 2001 10:57:49 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: biosafety for staff involved in genetherapy trials
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Gill and other listers,  With regard to this question, check out the October

2000 issue of "Infection Control and Hospital Epidemiology".  There is a

"special report" in that issue discussing the "infection control" aspects of

gene therapy for clinicians and hospital personnel.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Gill Norton" <gmnorton@UWO.CA>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Friday, April 20, 2001 10:09 AM

Subject: biosafety for staff involved in genetherapy trials

> Hi!

>

>  Does anyone know of guidelines or regulations in either Canada or the

> USA referring to biosafety for  OR staff and HC staff  caring for

> patients  involved in gene therapy trials?

>

>  The laboratory guidelines both in Canada and the US could apply to the

> process of constituting the virus in the pharmacy but what applies both

> in the administration of the " drug" and in the weeks afterwards when

> viral shedding is a possibility?

>

>  Thanks,

>

> Gillian

> ------------------------------------------------------------------

> Gillian Norton

> Biosafety Officer

> The University of Western Ontario

> Occupational Health and Safety

> Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

> Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

> FAX:   (519)661-3420

> -------------------------------------------------------------------

>
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Date:         Fri, 20 Apr 2001 13:50:58 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Bernholc, Nicole M" <bernholc@BNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: [aihabio-list] Still crying after all these months!!

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I would be interested if you still want review.

Sincerely

Nicole Bernholc,CIH

Brookhaven National Lab

bld 129

Upton, NY 11973

-----Original Message-----

From: Roxy Grossnickle [mailto:rrg@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent: Friday, March 09, 2001 1:47 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fwd: [aihabio-list] Still crying after all these months!!

I thought this is may be of interest to some of you.

Roxy

>

>Folks! Especially, AIHA Biosafety Committee Folks. I know we all got

>tired reading the 600 pages of the Ergo Standard. But I NEED PEOPLE

>to take a serious interest in the Up-date of the book BIOSAFETY-a

>reference manual, put out by the Biosafety Committee. Here is YOUR

>chance to contribute, to take on a chapter and ask people to provide

>input. The book was last revised in 1995, and since then we have had

>changes to the TB guidelines, the new  Needlestick Standard, changes

>in the Serious Adverse Event Reporting to NIH. Please call me

>(212)746-6201, email me pghauck@mail.med.cornell.edu, fax me

>(212)746-8288,just don't forsake me!

>

>Phil Hauck, Past Chair, Biosafety Committee

R. Roxy Grossnickle

Sr. Safety Specialist

SAIC Frederick, National Cancer Institute at Frederick

P.O. Box B  Frederick, MD 21702

301-846-5918  Fax: 301-846-6619

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 09:51:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd:  CNordqvist@AOL.COM

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_70542064==_.ALT"

--=====================_70542064==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 08:32:54 -0400

>From: "L-Soft list server at MITVMA.MIT.EDU (1.8d)"

>               <LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Subject:      BIOSAFTY: possible spam from CNordqvist@AOL.COM

>To: Richard Fink <RFINK@mit.edu>

>

>The following message was submitted  by CNordqvist@AOL.COM to the BIOSAFTY

>list

>at MITVMA.MIT.EDU.  It is being forwarded  to you for

>verification  because the

>message has been identified as a  possible "spam", that is, an

>advertisement or

>other  unsolicited material  sent to  large numbers  of mailing  lists

>with  no

>consideration for whether  or not the material is appropriate  for the

>lists it

>is being  sent to. A single  "spam" can result  in the delivery

>of  millions of

>unwanted e-mail messages worldwide, costing the victims and service

>providers a

>total of several  hundred thousand dollars. The cost to  the spammer is

>usually

>under five dollars. To be effective, a counter-measure must neutralize the

>spam

>within  the first  five minutes.  Consequently, there  is no  time

>for  all the

>LISTSERV  servers to  compare notes  with each  other before  acting,

>and  some

>legitimate postings may be intercepted erroneously. If this is the case,

>simply

>forward this message back to the list with an explanatory note.

>

>----------------- Message requiring verification (68 lines)

>-------------------

>

>Date: Thu, 26 Apr 2001 08:32:38 EDT

>Subject: Specialised Abbreviations

>To: biosafty@mitvma.mit.edu

>MIME-Version: 1.0

>Content-Type:  multipart/alternative;

>boundary="part1_bd.dd6559d.28196f66_boundary"

>X-Mailer: AOL 6.0 for Windows UK sub 58

>

>Dear Members

>

>We have added many abbreviations and acronyms related to biosafety over the

>last month to our database.  We would like to thank everyone who contributed.

>

>We calculate that within the next eight weeks we will have included all (97%)

>biosafety abbreviations that exist.  We would appreciate your help again :)

>http://www.pharma-lexicon.com

>

>We are not a commercial site.  We are a group of health professionals who, in

>our spare time are making this list.

>

>Yours Sincerely

>

>Christian Nordqvist

>Co-Webmaster

>http://www.pharma-Lexicon.com

>83 Filsham Road, St. Leonards, E Sussex TN380PE, United Kingdom

>Tel: +44 1424 434208  Fax: +44 1424 716516

>webmaster@pharma-lexicon.com

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 15:52:21 +0200

Reply-To:     Dick.Verduin@viro.DPW.WAU.NL

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dick Verduin <Dick.Verduin@VIRO.DPW.WAU.NL>

Subject:      Re: "<cr><lf>" waitfor "<cr><lf>"   5.0    Expressions  An

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Be careful, another virus?

Dick Verduin

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Operators and arguments that evaluates to a result.  Expressions can be used

as values in any command.  An expression can combine any variable, or integer,

string, or boolean values with any of the unary and binary operators in the

following tables. All unary operators take the highest precedence.

- - - - - - - - - - - - End of Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - -

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 10:01:32 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Executable files

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

List Owner Warning: be very wary about opening ANY email attachment that

ends in .exe.  This is an executable file and could contain a virus.  Many

viruses just go through a persons address book and send itself out to every

address in the book.  The person who was initially infected does not even

know that that has occurred.

Just because your virus checker did not flag the file as containing a virus

does not mean that it doesn't have one, just that the virus is newer then

your virus checker's database.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 09:44:43 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tom Sawicki <tsawicki@ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: agricultural animal biosecurity issues

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear All:  I would recommend contacting the USDA using any one of the several telephone numbers listed on it's website regarding Foot-and-Mouth Disease information.  Their staff vets are ready to answer any questions you may have and have suggested practices that you may consider to implement.  Of course you should be working with your state vets and the Federal Area Vet in Charge also.

I can tell you that biosecurity around the farm, teaching farm, zoos, etc., will never be the same as it was before the FMD situation in Europe.

Anyone wishing to discuss this offline, please give me a call at (631)323-3204).

Tom

Thomas J. Sawicki

Safety Officer

USDA ARS NAA

Plum Island Animal Disease Center

P.O. Box 848

Greenport, NY  11944

tsawicki@piadc.ars.usda.gov

>>> Susan Kingston <skingsto@UIUC.EDU> 4/25/01  4:51 PM >>>

With the recent outbreaks of disease in livestock around the world, we are

experiencing heightened awareness of the need to protect livestock

resources, the personnel working with them, and the public at

large.  Beyond what is recommended in the Guide for the Care and Use of

Agricultural Animals in Agricultural Research and Teaching, what

biosecurity practices have been established at your institutions to fill

this need?  What other references are you using for this concern?

Thank you!

Susan

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

Susan K. Kingston DVM

Assistant Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Head, Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois

102 Environmental Health and Safety Building, MC 225

101 S. Gregory Street

Urbana, IL    61801-3070

(217)244-1939, fax (217)244-6594

email: skingsto@uiuc.edu

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 12:51:55 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alan Woodard <agwoodar@GW.DEC.STATE.NY.US>

Subject:      Re: agricultural animal biosecurity issues

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Thanks Tom

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 11:54:09 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tom Sawicki <tsawicki@ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: agricultural animal biosecurity issues

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Now how are you going to help me?  How did Stony Brook do?  I bet everything was swept under the rug.  T

>>> Alan Woodard <agwoodar@GW.DEC.STATE.NY.US> 4/26/01  12:51 PM >>>

Thanks Tom

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 12:54:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Mann, Richard" <Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      Biosafety Officer

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

This may seem like a strange question.  But

Are there any rules, regs etc. that define the responsibilities of a

Biosafety Office?

Thanks

Richard Mann, DVM,

VMO

VA Northport NY

631 261 4400 x 2878

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 14:28:49 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Officer

In-Reply-To:  <CEFF29101013D31190960000F8313122A65580@vhanopexc1.med.va.g ov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Check section IV B-3 of the NIH Guidelines

At 12:54 PM 4/26/01 -0500, you wrote:

>This may seem like a strange question.  But

>

>Are there any rules, regs etc. that define the responsibilities of a

>Biosafety Office?

>

>Thanks

>

>Richard Mann, DVM,

>VMO

>VA Northport NY

>631 261 4400 x 2878

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 13:49:39 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Mann, Richard" <Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Officer

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Thanks Joe but I guess I should have stated besides what in the NIH

guidelines

Richard

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Joseph P. Kozlovac [SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

        Sent:   Thursday, April 26, 2001 1:29 PM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        Re: Biosafety Officer

        Check section IV B-3 of the NIH Guidelines

        At 12:54 PM 4/26/01 -0500, you wrote:

        >This may seem like a strange question.  But

        >

        >Are there any rules, regs etc. that define the responsibilities of

a

        >Biosafety Office?

        >

        >Thanks

        >

        >Richard Mann, DVM,

        >VMO

        >VA Northport NY

        >631 261 4400 x 2878

____________________________________________________________________________

__

        Biological Safety Officer

        Safety and Environmental Protection Program

        SAIC-Frederick

        National Cancer Institute -

        Frederick

        (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

        email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

____________________________________________________________________________

__

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Apr 2001 15:11:46 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Officer

In-Reply-To:  <CEFF29101013D31190960000F8313122A65582@vhanopexc1.med.va.g ov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Try the WHO Laboratory Biosafety Manual....or ABSA's Anthology III  I

believe the biosafety officers role is spelled out in these documents as

well.  42 CFR 72.6 states that the Responsible facility official should be

a biosafety officer or other senior institutional representative, but only

describes the role of the RFO.

At 01:49 PM 4/26/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Thanks Joe but I guess I should have stated besides what in the NIH

>guidelines

>

>Richard

>

>         -----Original Message-----

>         From:   Joseph P. Kozlovac [SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

>         Sent:   Thursday, April 26, 2001 1:29 PM

>         To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         Subject:        Re: Biosafety Officer

>

>         Check section IV B-3 of the NIH Guidelines

>

>         At 12:54 PM 4/26/01 -0500, you wrote:

>         >This may seem like a strange question.  But

>         >

>         >Are there any rules, regs etc. that define the responsibilities of

>a

>         >Biosafety Office?

>         >

>         >Thanks

>         >

>         >Richard Mann, DVM,

>         >VMO

>         >VA Northport NY

>         >631 261 4400 x 2878

>

>

>____________________________________________________________________________

>__

>

>         Biological Safety Officer

>         Safety and Environmental Protection Program

>         SAIC-Frederick

>         National Cancer Institute -

>         Frederick

>         (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

>         email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

>

>____________________________________________________________________________

>__

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Apr 2001 11:11:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      SEB inactivation

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

I've been searching the web and checking my sources for references on

the inactivation of Staphylococcal enterotoxin B.  The MSDS sheets

indicate heat inactivation but we would like to also chemically

inactivate for increased precautionary measures.  Anyone have any

references?

Best wishes,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Apr 2001 12:46:07 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: SEB inactivation

In-Reply-To:  <3AE99A1C.E8D230EE@slu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_9715046==_.ALT"

--=====================_9715046==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

You might find this reference of some use

Wannemacher, R.W.  1989.  Procedures for Inactivation and Safety

Containment of Toxins.  In:  Proc. Symposium on Agents of Biological

Origin, U.S. Army Research, Devleopment and Engineering Center, Aberdeen

Proving Ground, MD, pp. 115-122.

At 11:11 AM 4/27/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I've been searching the web and checking my sources for references on

>the inactivation of Staphylococcal enterotoxin B.  The MSDS sheets

>indicate heat inactivation but we would like to also chemically

>inactivate for increased precautionary measures.  Anyone have any

>references?

>

>Best wishes,

>

>Mark Campbell, M.S.

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

>Office of Environmental Safety and Services

>1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 577-8608

>campbem@slu.edu

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Apr 2001 11:57:20 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SEB inactivation

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------A52CE426081EE7593D515115"

--------------A52CE426081EE7593D515115

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks Joe.  I think this might be the ticket.

best wishes,

Mark C.

"Joseph P. Kozlovac" wrote:

>  You might find this reference of some use

>

> Wannemacher, R.W.  1989.  Procedures for Inactivation and Safety

> Containment of Toxins.  In:  Proc. Symposium on Agents of Biological

> Origin, U.S. Army Research, Devleopment and Engineering Center,

> Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD, pp. 115-122.

>

>

> At 11:11 AM 4/27/01 -0500, you wrote:

>

>> I've been searching the web and checking my sources for references

>> on

>> the inactivation of Staphylococcal enterotoxin B.  The MSDS sheets

>> indicate heat inactivation but we would like to also chemically

>> inactivate for increased precautionary measures.  Anyone have any

>> references?

>>

>> Best wishes,

>>

>> Mark Campbell, M.S.

>> Biological Safety Officer

>> Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

>> Office of Environmental Safety and Services

>> 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>> Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>> St. Louis, MO 63104

>> (314) 577-8608

>> campbem@slu.edu

>

>

> ______________

> _______________________________________________________________

>

> Biological Safety Officer

> Safety and Environmental Protection Program

> SAIC-Frederick

> National Cancer Institute - Frederick

> (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

> email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

>

> _____________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Apr 2001 12:27:46 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Petuch, Brian R." <brian_petuch@MERCK.COM>

Subject:      Re: SEB inactivation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have a reprint from R. Wannemacher-USAMRID on toxin inactivation w/ ref to

SEB.  Please provide a fax number and I'll send later today.

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, April 27, 2001 12:11 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SEB inactivation

I've been searching the web and checking my sources for references on

the inactivation of Staphylococcal enterotoxin B.  The MSDS sheets

indicate heat inactivation but we would like to also chemically

inactivate for increased precautionary measures.  Anyone have any

references?

Best wishes,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Apr 2001 12:23:42 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mary Cipriano <Mary.Cipriano@ABBOTT.COM>

Subject:      Re: Toxicity Information on Ladybird and Longhorn Beetles

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Does anyone have information/ a source for toxicity information for beetles,

specifically for Ladybird beetles and for Longhorn beetles? Since I doubt that

this is a topic of burning interest to anyone else, please email me directly.

Thank you in advance,

Mary  Cipriano, Abbott Labs.

mary.cipriano@abbott.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Apr 2001 12:13:05 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SEB inactivation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hello Mark,

If it is not too much trouble I would like a snail mail copy of the article.

I would be happy to reimburse for postage. Please send it to me if you can

at home:

9264 Sandy Lane

Conifer, Co 80433-9501

Thank you,

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Petuch, Brian R.

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, April 27, 2001 10:27 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: SEB inactivation

>

> I have a reprint from R. Wannemacher-USAMRID on toxin inactivation w/ ref

> to

> SEB.  Please provide a fax number and I'll send later today.

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, April 27, 2001 12:11 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: SEB inactivation

>

>

> I've been searching the web and checking my sources for references on

> the inactivation of Staphylococcal enterotoxin B.  The MSDS sheets

> indicate heat inactivation but we would like to also chemically

> inactivate for increased precautionary measures.  Anyone have any

> references?

>

> Best wishes,

>

> Mark Campbell, M.S.

> Biological Safety Officer

> Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

> Office of Environmental Safety and Services

> 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> St. Louis, MO 63104

> (314) 577-8608

> campbem@slu.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Apr 2001 15:44:59 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      moving biological materials

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20010426151340.00adfa40@hesiod>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

One of our researchers is moving across the country and is taking some

biological materials with him. He is using North American Van-Lines - its a

special truck with electric generators in it.

He has some human cancer cell (colon and leukemia) lines, and hamster,

horse and mouse cells, which he is transporting.  The human cell lines are

from ATCC. The serum is from GIBCO. They are not known to be infected with

any infectious agents. I don't know if ATCC or GIBCO screens them.

The cells are frozen in liquid nitrogen. They are in a cryo-storage

system(stored in racks below the liquid nitrogen) in a liquid nitrogen

dewer( about 100 gallon capacity), not pressurized.

Do any of you have experience shipping such material?

Are there any special packaging and labelling requirements for ground

transportation? Should we call them "biological material" or "clinical

samples"?

Thanks for your help.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Apr 2001 15:55:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Braun <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      IBC's in industry

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20010427124520.00c196d0@mail.ncifcrf.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear Biosafty Group,

        Those of us in academe tend to think parochially. In a recent discussion

with fellow academics it turned out that some thought industry does not

have biosafety committees unless they are mandated by local law. That

didn't sound right to me. But of course I don't know. Do you? Please e-mail

to me at abraun@hms.harvard.edu and tell all.

Andy

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Apr 2001 15:46:20 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lori Nicholson <Lori_Nicholson@POWDERJECT.COM>

Subject:      Re: IBC's in industry

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I can speak for only us, but we have an IBC!

Lor

Lori Nicholson

Corporate Manager of EH&S

PowderJect

Madison, WI 53711

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Apr 2001 21:09:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: IBC's in industry

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Andy,  Back in the 80's there was a push to put more drastic regulations in

place for the biotech industry.  I was at Abbott at the time and a number of

pharmaceutical type folks met as committee of the Pharmaceutical

Manufacturers Association (PMA) and tried to convince congressional aides

that the industry was already following the NIH guidelines and that further

regulation would stifle the industry.  NIH guidelines were and are being

changed as the science changes and regulations certainly would not.  I can't

answer for all of the industry, but the majority of my industrial clients

have some sort of IBC to review recombinant work and follow the guidelines.

Since the guidelines are basically considered the "standard of the

industry", any companies that are not following them will suffer the

consequences of adverse public perception should any little thing go wrong

that it perceived as a potential threat.  In addition, many of the changes

that have taken place in the guidelines that involve large scale production

have been the result of evaluation and comment by industrial people.  Don't

know if this answers your question or not, but in a number of instances that

I have been involved in, the industrial people were more in line with the

guidelines than some of the academics that I've talked to.  Regards,  Jack

----- Original Message -----

From: "Andrew Braun" <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Friday, April 27, 2001 3:55 PM

Subject: IBC's in industry

> Dear Biosafty Group,

>         Those of us in academe tend to think parochially. In a recent

discussion

> with fellow academics it turned out that some thought industry does not

> have biosafety committees unless they are mandated by local law. That

> didn't sound right to me. But of course I don't know. Do you? Please

e-mail

> to me at abraun@hms.harvard.edu and tell all.

> Andy

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Apr 2001 07:17:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

Subject:      Re: IBC's in industry

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Andy:

I oversee 3 IBCs that encompass 3 separate "campuses".  All meet at least

semi-annually.

Regards,

Barry Cohen (SM, NRM), (CBSP, ABSA)

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Friday, April 27, 2001 3:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IBC's in industry

Dear Biosafty Group,

        Those of us in academe tend to think parochially. In a recent

discussion

with fellow academics it turned out that some thought industry does not

have biosafety committees unless they are mandated by local law. That

didn't sound right to me. But of course I don't know. Do you? Please e-mail

to me at abraun@hms.harvard.edu and tell all.

Andy

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 1 May 2001 16:24:16 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Janet Peterson <peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU>

Subject:      Position Announcement

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Position Announcement

University of Maryland - College Park

Department of Environmental Safety

Position Number: 101326

Exempt Position

Title:   Manager, Safety Programs

Category:  Regular Exempt staff, full time position with benefits.

Qualifications: A Bachelor's degree in safety, engineering, physical

sciences, industrial hygiene, environmental studies or related

discipline.  An advanced degree (M.S. or M.P.H. ) is highly desirable.

A minimum of 5 years of demonstrated work experience in administering

and managing Occupational Safety and Health Programs including a record

of managing programs with an increasing level of responsibility.

Experience in working with regulatory agencies and administering

large-scale safety programs is preferred.  Strong interpersonal and

written skills are a must. Professional certification in safety (CSP or

ASP), Industrial Hygiene (CIH) or Environmental Management (CHMM) is

highly desirable.

Responsibilities: The Safety Programs Manager will develop, administer

and manage safety programs, as well as manage a comprehensive safety

training program for the University of Maryland, College Park Campus.

The incumbent will report to the Assistant Director of Occupational

Safety and Health and will also assist in strategic planning and goal

setting for the Occupational Safety program. This position will involve

significant interactions with the academic, trade and other

organizations across the University.  The University of Maryland, in

College Park, is a major public research university located on 1,500

acres of rolling land along the Baltimore-Washington, D.C. high-tech

corridor with approximately 33,000 students and 11,000 employees.

Salary:  Commensurate with experience

To Apply:  A letter of application, resume and names of references

should be submitted to:

                                    Nancy Yeroshefsky - Chair - OSH

Search Committee

                                    Department of Environmental Safety

                                    3115 Chesapeake Building 338

                                    College Park, MD 20742,   or

                                    Email: efrankli@accmail.umd.edu

                                    Fax: 301-314-9294

Position Available: Immediately

Closing Date: For Best Consideration Apply by June 1, 2001

--

Janet S. Peterson, RBP, CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Department of Environmental Safety

University of Maryland, College Park, MD 20742

Phone: 301.405.3975   FAX: 301.314.9294

http://www.inform.umd.edu/des

___________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 May 2001 10:00:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Patricia Olinger <Patricia.L.Olinger@AM.PNU.COM>

Subject:      Animal Changing Stations

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="IMA.Boundary.3602188890"

--IMA.Boundary.3602188890

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: cc:Mail note part

  We are currently reviewing the types of ventilated animal changing

  hoods/benches that we both have and what is out on the market.  We'd

  like to have a model that both protects the personnel and animal.  ---

  ideally.

  Protection of the personnel from dander and potentially infectious

  materials, in most cases, is the primary objective.

  My Vets just BOUGHT, sight unseen (no input from engineering and

  safety) a hood from a company in Italy.  Somewhat of a neat hood

  but.... the techs do not like it.  The visibility is pretty bad.

  What are you currently using in your facilities?

  Thanks,

  Patty Olinger

  Pharmacia

  616-833-7931

  Patricia.L.Olinger@Pharmacia.com

--IMA.Boundary.3602188890

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"; name="RFC822 message headers"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: cc:Mail note part

Content-Disposition: inline; filename="RFC822 message headers"

Received: from uspowmg32.uskzo.am.pnu.com ([146.240.200.97]) by am.pnu.com with

SMTP

  (IMA Internet Exchange 3.13) id 005DD74B; Mon, 2 Apr 2001 16:28:59 -0500

Received: FROM gateway.pharmacia.com BY uspowmg32.uskzo.am.pnu.com ; Mon Apr 02

17:33:05 2001 -0400

Received: from gateway.pharmacia.com (localhost [127.0.0.1])

        by gateway.pharmacia.com (Switch-2.0.1/Switch-2.0.1) with ESMTP id

f32LUM627363;

        Mon, 2 Apr 2001 17:30:22 -0400 (EDT)

Received: from gatekeeper2.novartis.com (gatekeeper2.novartis.com

[194.191.169.74])

        by gateway.pharmacia.com (Switch-2.0.1/Switch-2.0.1) with ESMTP id

f32LULI27351;

        Mon, 2 Apr 2001 17:30:21 -0400 (EDT)

Received: from mta1.is.chbs (mta1.novartis.com [192.37.33.13])

        by gatekeeper2.novartis.com (8.11.0/8.11.0) with ESMTP id f32LVYT21916;

        Mon, 2 Apr 2001 23:31:34 +0200 (MET DST)

Received: from NVCHBS-S0121.is.chbs (nvchbs-s0121.is.chbs [192.37.33.41])

        by mta1.is.chbs (8.11.0/8.11.0) with ESMTP id f32LVVu05529;

        Mon, 2 Apr 2001 23:31:32 +0200 (MET DST)

Subject: The Heaviest Element

To: gyurijo@merck.com, helmut.bachmayer@pharma.Novartis.com,

   eric_a_utt@groton.pfizer.com, sheldon.cooper@bms.com, cz.thompson@lilly.com,

   richard.rebar@sb.com, pholeman@ocdus.jnj.com, paul_meechan@merck.com,

   Patricia.L.Olinger@am.pnu.com, francine_e_preston@sbphrd.com,

   thomas.r.goes@am.pnu.com, michael.laemmerhirt@aventis.com,

   david.hill@spcorp.com, dave.mulligan@abbott.com, jab19768@GlaxoWellcome.com,

   kenneth.semel@roche.com, EGilman@genetics.com, wyliel@ahp.com

From: craig.welence@pharma.Novartis.com

Date: Mon, 2 Apr 2001 17:31:24 -0400

Message-ID: <OFD02F09B8.E8578A20-ON85256A22.0075631E@is.chbs>

X-MIMETrack: Serialize by Router on CHBSMN12/N1/Novartis(Release 5.0.5

|September 22, 2000) at

 04/02/2001 11:31:33 PM

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

--IMA.Boundary.3602188890--

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 May 2001 10:47:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Twedt, Tru" <ttwedt@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal Changing Stations

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Patty,

NuAire, Inc out of Minnesota has a nice line of animal changing stations and

animal containment enclosures that provide both personnel and animal

protection.

http://www.nuaire.com/animal/index.html

=======================

Tru F. Twedt, DVM

Biosafety Specialist

Iowa State University

Environmental Health & Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Ames, IA  50011-3200

E-mail:  ttwedt@iastate.edu

Phone:  (515) 294-6593

Fax:      (515) 294-9357

Website: http://www.ehs.iastate.edu/

-----Original Message-----

From: Patricia Olinger [mailto:Patricia.L.Olinger@AM.PNU.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2001 9:00 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Animal Changing Stations

  We are currently reviewing the types of ventilated animal changing

  hoods/benches that we both have and what is out on the market.  We'd

  like to have a model that both protects the personnel and animal.  ---

  ideally.

  Protection of the personnel from dander and potentially infectious

  materials, in most cases, is the primary objective.

  My Vets just BOUGHT, sight unseen (no input from engineering and

  safety) a hood from a company in Italy.  Somewhat of a neat hood

  but.... the techs do not like it.  The visibility is pretty bad.

  What are you currently using in your facilities?

  Thanks,

  Patty Olinger

  Pharmacia

  616-833-7931

  Patricia.L.Olinger@Pharmacia.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 May 2001 10:21:49 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Clifford W. Bond" <umbcb@GEMINI.OSCS.MONTANA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal Changing Stations

In-Reply-To:  <0019E6F3.C22094@am.pnu.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Patty,

Jack Frost in our Animal Resource Center has upgraded his hoods in the last

year or so, both the animal containment and changing stations.  He would be

an excellent resource to  answer your questions.  His Email is:

umbwf@montana.edu

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Email: umbcb@gemini.oscs.montana.edu

Internet: http://gemini.oscs.montana.edu/umbcb/

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Patricia Olinger

Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2001 8:00 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Animal Changing Stations

  We are currently reviewing the types of ventilated animal changing

  hoods/benches that we both have and what is out on the market.  We'd

  like to have a model that both protects the personnel and animal.  ---

  ideally.

  Protection of the personnel from dander and potentially infectious

  materials, in most cases, is the primary objective.

  My Vets just BOUGHT, sight unseen (no input from engineering and

  safety) a hood from a company in Italy.  Somewhat of a neat hood

  but.... the techs do not like it.  The visibility is pretty bad.

  What are you currently using in your facilities?

  Thanks,

  Patty Olinger

  Pharmacia

  616-833-7931

  Patricia.L.Olinger@Pharmacia.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 May 2001 14:36:07 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Custodial Training

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Can any of you recommend a good training program for custodial staff who

work in BSL 2/3 labs? We need to recommend an outside source for our

contract employees for chemical & biological safety training.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 May 2001 15:25:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Custodial Training

In-Reply-To:  <OFDB8DAA68.ABBC6F35-ON85256A40.00661407@cc.sunysb.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Great Idea!

I was just handed that one.  I have gotten as far as telling them I can't

do bbp but I will give site specific training per rtk.

Let me know what you come up with.

Bob

>Can any of you recommend a good training program for custodial staff who

>work in BSL 2/3 labs? We need to recommend an outside source for our

>contract employees for chemical & biological safety training.

>

>Kim Auletta

>Lab Safety Specialist

>Environmental Health and Safety

>SUNY Stony Brook

>110 Suffolk Hall

>Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

>PHONE: 631-632-9672

>FAX: 631-632-9683

>E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 May 2001 13:32:51 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Custodial Training

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Bob,

This is a response I just sent to Kim off-list.

Hello Kim,

I have a nice program, not yet completely finished, but which can be used as

a stand alone program or serve as the material for someone presenting an

awareness training session to custodial staff. The topics include Radiation

Safety Awareness and Biosafety Awareness and I need yet to finish a segment

on Chemical Safety Awareness and possibly general safety (trips, slips,

lifting etc) as well.

This program will eventually be available on a CD-ROM. If you have any

interest, I could customize such a program for you. It is written in

Macromedia Director software and requires no special software to run it on a

computer set up for multimedia applications.

I currently use it as a presentation I give to all our custodial staff. Our

staff duties are limited in scope so it is mostly an informational program,

not a "how to" program as we do not want them touching anything.

Let me know if you have any interest in my customizing this for you. The

cost would be dependent upon the amount of time I had to spend re-doing it.

Basically, it is about $75/hr and a minimum would be approximately $1300 to

do it.

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Robert N. Latsch

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Wednesday, May 2, 2001 1:25 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Custodial Training

>

> Great Idea!

>

> I was just handed that one.  I have gotten as far as telling them I can't

> do bbp but I will give site specific training per rtk.

>

> Let me know what you come up with.

>

> Bob

>

> >Can any of you recommend a good training program for custodial staff who

> >work in BSL 2/3 labs? We need to recommend an outside source for our

> >contract employees for chemical & biological safety training.

> >

> >Kim Auletta

> >Lab Safety Specialist

> >Environmental Health and Safety

> >SUNY Stony Brook

> >110 Suffolk Hall

> >Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> >PHONE: 631-632-9672

> >FAX: 631-632-9683

> >E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      /

> _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

> Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 May 2001 14:42:31 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Custodial Training

In-Reply-To:  <l03130300b7160f692a05@[129.22.180.183]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We would never allow custodians to enter our BSL-3 labs, so the subject

doesn't arise.

For BSL-2, we use a standard BBP training video (right now I like Clarity's

"Bloodbugs") with some additional site-specific information.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Robert N. Latsch

> Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2001 3:26 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Custodial Training

>

>

> Great Idea!

>

> I was just handed that one.  I have gotten as far as telling them I can't

> do bbp but I will give site specific training per rtk.

>

> Let me know what you come up with.

>

> Bob

>

> >Can any of you recommend a good training program for custodial staff who

> >work in BSL 2/3 labs? We need to recommend an outside source for our

> >contract employees for chemical & biological safety training.

> >

> >Kim Auletta

> >Lab Safety Specialist

> >Environmental Health and Safety

> >SUNY Stony Brook

> >110 Suffolk Hall

> >Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> >PHONE: 631-632-9672

> >FAX: 631-632-9683

> >E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      /

> _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor

> Environmental Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 May 2001 15:51:23 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Custodial Training

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

So far, the word is that the custodial staff will not be entering our P3

labs either. But, the maintenance for the building is now contracted out

also (plumbing, air, cold box, etc.) I've got to make sure they're covered

for all the spaces in this building, and I can anticipate them having to

enter the P3 at some time.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    Andrew Cockburn

                    <acockbur@WVU.E        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    DU>                    cc:

                    Sent by: A             Subject:     Re: Custodial Training

                    Biosafety

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVM

                    A.MIT.EDU>

                    05/02/2001

                    02:42 PM

                    Please respond

                    to A Biosafety

                    Discussion List

We would never allow custodians to enter our BSL-3 labs, so the subject

doesn't arise.

For BSL-2, we use a standard BBP training video (right now I like Clarity's

"Bloodbugs") with some additional site-specific information.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Robert N. Latsch

> Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2001 3:26 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Custodial Training

>

>

> Great Idea!

>

> I was just handed that one.  I have gotten as far as telling them I can't

> do bbp but I will give site specific training per rtk.

>

> Let me know what you come up with.

>

> Bob

>

> >Can any of you recommend a good training program for custodial staff who

> >work in BSL 2/3 labs? We need to recommend an outside source for our

> >contract employees for chemical & biological safety training.

> >

> >Kim Auletta

> >Lab Safety Specialist

> >Environmental Health and Safety

> >SUNY Stony Brook

> >110 Suffolk Hall

> >Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> >PHONE: 631-632-9672

> >FAX: 631-632-9683

> >E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      /

> _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor

> Environmental Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail

rlatsch@naso.org

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 May 2001 15:12:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Custodial Training

In-Reply-To:  <OF14FB4196.23C0BCFD-ON85256A40.006CED38@cc.sunysb.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We try to defer maintenance for those times when we have deconned and the

lab is temporarily cold.

Otherwise, I have the PI provide training in risks and procedures when they

have to enter the BSL-3, and either the PI or I supervises them while they

are in the lab.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Kim Auletta

> Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2001 3:51 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Custodial Training

>

>

> So far, the word is that the custodial staff will not be entering our P3

> labs either. But, the maintenance for the building is now contracted out

> also (plumbing, air, cold box, etc.) I've got to make sure they're covered

> for all the spaces in this building, and I can anticipate them having to

> enter the P3 at some time.

>

> Kim Auletta

> Lab Safety Specialist

> Environmental Health and Safety

> SUNY Stony Brook

> 110 Suffolk Hall

> Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> PHONE: 631-632-9672

> FAX: 631-632-9683

> E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

>

>

>

>                     Andrew Cockburn

>                     <acockbur@WVU.E        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>                     DU>                    cc:

>                     Sent by: A             Subject:     Re:

> Custodial Training

>                     Biosafety

>                     Discussion List

>                     <BIOSAFTY@MITVM

>                     A.MIT.EDU>

>

>

>                     05/02/2001

>                     02:42 PM

>                     Please respond

>                     to A Biosafety

>                     Discussion List

>

>

>

>

>

>

> We would never allow custodians to enter our BSL-3 labs, so the subject

> doesn't arise.

>

> For BSL-2, we use a standard BBP training video (right now I like

> Clarity's

> "Bloodbugs") with some additional site-specific information.

>

> Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

> West Virginia University

> Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

> Telephone: 304-293-7157

> FAX:       304-293-4529

> Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

>

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> > Behalf Of Robert N. Latsch

> > Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2001 3:26 PM

> > To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject: Re: Custodial Training

> >

> >

> > Great Idea!

> >

> > I was just handed that one.  I have gotten as far as telling

> them I can't

> > do bbp but I will give site specific training per rtk.

> >

> > Let me know what you come up with.

> >

> > Bob

> >

> > >Can any of you recommend a good training program for custodial

> staff who

> > >work in BSL 2/3 labs? We need to recommend an outside source for our

> > >contract employees for chemical & biological safety training.

> > >

> > >Kim Auletta

> > >Lab Safety Specialist

> > >Environmental Health and Safety

> > >SUNY Stony Brook

> > >110 Suffolk Hall

> > >Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> > >PHONE: 631-632-9672

> > >FAX: 631-632-9683

> > >E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

> >

> >

> >

> > _____________________________________________________________________

> > __      /

> > _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> > _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

> >  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

> >   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor

> > Environmental Safety

> >    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail

> rlatsch@naso.org

> >

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 May 2001 17:59:20 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Safer cutting in research labs -- razor blades with handles?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi. I'm looking for a "safer" alternative to the use of a single-edge razor

blade.  We have been reviewing the use of sharps in research labs and have had

some success in convincing researchers that a safety scalpel with a retractable

blade is a great substitute for many applications {the Lark safety scalpel, from

Futura medical Corp. in Albequerque, NM; phone 800-631-0076 was well accepted).

However,  there is a hard core group that will not give up their razor blades.

Apparently, the perfectly flat cutting surface is required, and a scalpel blade

is not an acceptable substitute.

Have any of you found a disposable razor blade which has a handle of some sort?

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 3 May 2001 07:13:41 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Safer cutting in research labs -- razor blades with handles?

In-Reply-To:  <640DDB921226D311AD1000508B093DE1062478FC@phsexch4.partners.org>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Try any paint or hardware store.  There are scrapers that use single-edge

razor blades.  They cost only a few dollars each.  The blade can be

retracted into the holder.  When the blade gets dull, slip it out and throw

it away and insert a new blade.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Byers, Karen B

> Sent: Wednesday, May 02, 2001 5:59 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Safer cutting in research labs -- razor blades with handles?

>

>

> Hi. I'm looking for a "safer" alternative to the use of a

> single-edge razor

> blade.  We have been reviewing the use of sharps in research labs

> and have had

> some success in convincing researchers that a safety scalpel with

> a retractable

> blade is a great substitute for many applications {the Lark

> safety scalpel, from

> Futura medical Corp. in Albequerque, NM; phone 800-631-0076 was

> well accepted).

> However,  there is a hard core group that will not give up their

> razor blades.

> Apparently, the perfectly flat cutting surface is required, and a

> scalpel blade

> is not an acceptable substitute.

>

> Have any of you found a disposable razor blade which has a handle

> of some sort?

>

>

> Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

> Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

> 44 Binney Street - SWG350

> Boston, MA 02115

> karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

> 617-632-3890

> fax: 617-632-1932

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 3 May 2001 10:22:18 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barbara Owen <barbara.owen@BMS.COM>

Organization: Bristol-Myers Squibb

Subject:      Kill Tanks

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

One of our facilities is renovating their Fermentation Pilot

Plant. They are upgrading a Biosafety Level 1/2 area with new

fermentors etc. The engineers on the project are stating that

they want to tie the floor drains into a kill tank system and

they want to size the kill tanks for a potential release of

sprinkler water. This would make the tanks extremely large.

Would this be overkill?

Are kill tanks normally sized for fire water retention?

Barbara Owen

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 3 May 2001 14:09:37 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SEB inactivation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Query,

We have a smell problem in one of our offices...It smells like a wet dish

towel...Did some sampling in and around the affected area....found what

might be expected in the office environment...Thought it might be

Staphylococcus aureus because of the smell....Took out HVAC ducting and

replaced....SMELL still with us...seems stronger when the HVAC is going?

Any suggestions toward ending the conundrum.

> ----------

> From:         Mark Campbell[SMTP:campbem@SLU.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, April 27, 2001 11:57 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: SEB inactivation

>

> Thanks Joe.  I think this might be the ticket.

>

> best wishes,

>

> Mark C.

>

> "Joseph P. Kozlovac" wrote:

>

>        You might find this reference of some use

>

>       Wannemacher, R.W.  1989.  Procedures for Inactivation and Safety

> Containment of Toxins.  In:  Proc. Symposium on Agents of Biological

> Origin, U.S. Army Research, Devleopment and Engineering Center, Aberdeen

> Proving Ground, MD, pp. 115-122.

>

>

>       At 11:11 AM 4/27/01 -0500, you wrote:

>

>               I've been searching the web and checking my sources for

> references on

>               the inactivation of Staphylococcal enterotoxin B.  The MSDS

> sheets

>               indicate heat inactivation but we would like to also

> chemically

>               inactivate for increased precautionary measures.  Anyone

> have any

>               references?

>

>               Best wishes,

>

>               Mark Campbell, M.S.

>               Biological Safety Officer

>               Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

>               Office of Environmental Safety and Services

>               1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>               Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>               St. Louis, MO 63104

>               (314) 577-8608

>               campbem@slu.edu

>

>

>

> __________________________________________________________________________

> ____

>

>       Biological Safety Officer

>       Safety and Environmental Protection Program

>       SAIC-Frederick

>       National Cancer Institute - Frederick

>       (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

>       email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

>

> __________________________________________________________________________

> ____

>

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 May 2001 07:49:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "richard d. johnston" <rdjohnst@FACSTAFF.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Query

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Odors are very hard to time down....let alone identify. Look for any area

where there might be a water leak..take a look at the ceiling. do you have

cellulose ceiling tile? The incident that started the whole IAQ industry

was at the EPA office in Washington DC. seems the ceiling tile was infested

with a type of bacteria or mold that digested the cellulose, releasing an

organic compound that smelled like vomit...

This type of investigation can get very involved, how important is it to

find the odor cause, how much money are you willing to spend? Or could you

consider using room deoderizers...and for goodness sake, don't get talked

into using ozone generators to clean the air..they work great but should

only be used if no one is in the room (ionizer).  Also the contractor you

hire needs to be credible...Look for an Industrial Hygienist....

Good luck

Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

University Health Services

University of Wisconsin-Madison

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 May 2001 09:35:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      IAQ Auery

In-Reply-To:  <A1F4836938FCD3118577005004675D23030C5C33@ecmail1.lacoe.edu >

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_82279521==_.ALT"

--=====================_82279521==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 02:09 PM 05/03/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Query,

>

>We have a smell problem in one of our offices...It smells like a wet dish

>towel...Did some sampling in and around the affected area....found what

>might be expected in the office environment...Thought it might be

>Staphylococcus aureus because of the smell....Took out HVAC ducting and

>replaced....SMELL still with us...seems stronger when the HVAC is going?

>Any suggestions toward ending the conundrum.

Odors are one of the hardest things to track down.  Check to see if the

odor is there BEFORE the office personnel come in (my office once spent

months tracking down an odor - it was one of the office personnel).  Other

things to check - HVAC drip pan (is it draining, is it slimy), HVAC filters

(damp, dirty, etc.), are there old shoes, clothing tucked into a draw or

under/behind furniture, garbage caught between the pail and a liner, is the

area near a bathroom & could the air from the BR travel to the office.

Good luck,

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 May 2001 09:22:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IAQ Auery

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C0D4A5.AA2779A0"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand

this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C0D4A5.AA2779A0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

In addition to Richie's comments, I once spent several days tracking down an

obvious chemical odor in an office. We looked high and low for the culprit

but did not find anything that remotely resembled the odor. We eventually

found a banana peel that fell out of a workers trash can that was placed in

the knee space under their desk. As you know degrading banana peels off-gas

isoamyl acetate and sure enough this was the odor. Even though we found a

point source, air turbulents in the area made eventual location difficult.

We learned a very valuable lesson; never over look the obvious. Hope this

helps.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 8:36 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IAQ Auery

At 02:09 PM 05/03/01 -0700, you wrote:

Query,

We have a smell problem in one of our offices...It smells like a wet dish

towel...Did some sampling in and around the affected area....found what

might be expected in the office environment...Thought it might be

Staphylococcus aureus because of the smell....Took out HVAC ducting and

replaced....SMELL still with us...seems stronger when the HVAC is going?

Any suggestions toward ending the conundrum.

Odors are one of the hardest things to track down.  Check to see if the odor

is there BEFORE the office personnel come in (my office once spent months

tracking down an odor - it was one of the office personnel).  Other things

to check - HVAC drip pan (is it draining, is it slimy), HVAC filters (damp,

dirty, etc.), are there old shoes, clothing tucked into a draw or

under/behind furniture, garbage caught between the pail and a liner, is the

area near a bathroom & could the air from the BR travel to the office.

Good luck,

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Assoc. Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 May 2001 08:55:55 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IAQ Auery

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Thank you all for your suggestions.  I will consider them all.

> ----------

> From:         Richard Fink[SMTP:rfink@MIT.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, May 04, 2001 8:35 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      IAQ Auery

>

> At 02:09 PM 05/03/01 -0700, you wrote:

>

>

>       Query,

>

>       We have a smell problem in one of our offices...It smells like a wet

> dish

>       towel...Did some sampling in and around the affected area....found

> what

>       might be expected in the office environment...Thought it might be

>       Staphylococcus aureus because of the smell....Took out HVAC ducting

> and

>       replaced....SMELL still with us...seems stronger when the HVAC is

> going?

>       Any suggestions toward ending the conundrum.

>

>

> Odors are one of the hardest things to track down.  Check to see if the

> odor is there BEFORE the office personnel come in (my office once spent

> months tracking down an odor - it was one of the office personnel).  Other

> things to check - HVAC drip pan (is it draining, is it slimy), HVAC

> filters (damp, dirty, etc.), are there old shoes, clothing tucked into a

> draw or under/behind furniture, garbage caught between the pail and a

> liner, is the area near a bathroom & could the air from the BR travel to

> the office.

>

> Good luck,

>

>

> Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Assoc. Biosafety Officer

> Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

> 617-258-5647

> rfink@mit.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 May 2001 13:20:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Patricia Olinger <Patricia.L.Olinger@AM.PNU.COM>

Subject:      Hydrogen Peroxide Vapor Sterilizers

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

  Our facility is considering the purchase of a Hydrogen Peroxide Vapor

  Sterilizer to replace an older ETO sterilizer.  Does anyone out there

  have experience with the H2O2 sterilzers that can provide some

  insight. Are you happy with it?

  Thanks,

  Patty Olinger

  Pharmacia

  616-833-7931

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 May 2001 13:49:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Lefkin, Howard" <Howard.Lefkin@STATE.MA.US>

Subject:      Re: Hydrogen Peroxide Vapor Sterilizers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Much safer.  I previously worked at a hospital that made a similar

changeover.  They were pleased with the results.  There was no effect on

rates of nosocomial infections.

Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

tel: 617-983-6207

email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us

-----Original Message-----

From: Patricia Olinger [mailto:Patricia.L.Olinger@AM.PNU.COM]

Sent: Friday, May 04, 2001 1:21 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Hydrogen Peroxide Vapor Sterilizers

  Our facility is considering the purchase of a Hydrogen Peroxide Vapor

  Sterilizer to replace an older ETO sterilizer.  Does anyone out there

  have experience with the H2O2 sterilzers that can provide some

  insight. Are you happy with it?

  Thanks,

  Patty Olinger

  Pharmacia

  616-833-7931

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 May 2001 14:56:37 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Randall Morin <morin@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Hydrogen Peroxide Vapor Sterilizers

In-Reply-To:  <001A4B7E.C22094@am.pnu.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; types="text/plain,text/html";

              boundary="=====================_22926293==_.ALT"

--=====================_22926293==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We have had one for several years.  Suggest you call my Biosafety Officer, Joe

Kozlovac, at 301 846-1904, for his opinion.

At 01:20 PM 05/04/2001 -0400, you wrote:

>  Our facility is considering the purchase of a Hydrogen Peroxide Vapor

>  Sterilizer to replace an older ETO sterilizer.  Does anyone out there

>  have experience with the H2O2 sterilzers that can provide some

>  insight. Are you happy with it?

>

>  Thanks,

>  Patty Olinger

>  Pharmacia

>  616-833-7931

>

Randall S. Morin, Dr.P.H.

Manager, Safety & Environmental Protection Program

SAIC Frederick, National Cancer Institute at Frederick

Fort Detrick, Frederick, MD 21702-1201

(301) 846-1740, email:  morin@mail.ncifcrf.gov

Fax:  (301) 846-6619

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 14 May 2001 13:54:50 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Hello

        Occasionally staff and researchers here come to my office for

respirators because they plan to work on rodents or clean out trailers or

barns full of mouse poop.  Currently we fit them for full face negative

pressure respirators.  The user must purchase the respirator and go through

a pulmonary function exam, fit test, and training.  You know the routine.

        I thought PAPRs (powered air purifying respirators) might make the

process easier for the users if my office owned the PAPRs and "rented" them

out to users after training and fitting.

        However, medical evaluation must still occur, and PAPRs are not

suited for cleaning out dusty, enclosed spaces. (details below).

        So it seems that PAPRs are good for field work with rodents, and

non-dusty animal work.

        And not barn cleaning.

        What does your facility use for people processing rodents in the

field and cleaning the traps?  If PAPR's are used, are they liked?  What

draw-backs have you found?  How about the length of service of the powering

motor?

        What do you like to recommend  for cleaning out dusty barns?

Thanks -

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

Box 3413

Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

Recommendations found in "Precautions for Workers in Affected Areas Who are

Regularly Exposed to Rodents" (CDC NCID Special Pathogens Branch; All about

Hantavirus).

In the Compliance Directive for the Respiratory Protection Standard ( CPL

2-0.120) I read that a medical evaluation must be performed no matter the

type of respirator used.  Fit testing is NOT required for loose-fitting

respirators (hoods and helmets).

And I read this from "A NIOSH Technical Guide...NIOSH Guide to Industrial

Respiratory Protection"

"Until recently, powered air-purifying respirators were considered positive

pressure devices. Field studies by NIOSH as well as others, have indicated

that these devices are not positive pressure, and that their assigned

protection factors are inappropriately high."

And I read from "Histoplasmosis: Protecting Workers at Risk" (DHHS (NIOSH)

Publication No. 97-146 September 1997) powered air purifying respirators are

not recommended in dusty conditions in enclosed spaces where concentrations

of H. capsulatum spores may be high.

Madeline
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This is quite interesting.  As part of the Domestic Preparedness efforts,

PAPRs coupled with butyl hoods are being advertised for chemical agent

protection.  The hood is tucked into the protective bunny suit.  I would

investigate further, as the PELs for mustard and nerve agent are low.  A

more specific risk assessment might be warranted.

-----Original Message-----

From: Madeline J. Dalrymple [mailto:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

Sent: Monday, May 14, 2001 3:55 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: PAPRs

Hello

        Occasionally staff and researchers here come to my office for

respirators because they plan to work on rodents or clean out trailers or

barns full of mouse poop.  Currently we fit them for full face negative

pressure respirators.  The user must purchase the respirator and go through

a pulmonary function exam, fit test, and training.  You know the routine.

        I thought PAPRs (powered air purifying respirators) might make the

process easier for the users if my office owned the PAPRs and "rented" them

out to users after training and fitting.

        However, medical evaluation must still occur, and PAPRs are not

suited for cleaning out dusty, enclosed spaces. (details below).

        So it seems that PAPRs are good for field work with rodents, and

non-dusty animal work.

        And not barn cleaning.

        What does your facility use for people processing rodents in the

field and cleaning the traps?  If PAPR's are used, are they liked?  What

draw-backs have you found?  How about the length of service of the powering

motor?

        What do you like to recommend  for cleaning out dusty barns?

Thanks -

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

Box 3413

Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

Recommendations found in "Precautions for Workers in Affected Areas Who are

Regularly Exposed to Rodents" (CDC NCID Special Pathogens Branch; All about

Hantavirus).

In the Compliance Directive for the Respiratory Protection Standard ( CPL

2-0.120) I read that a medical evaluation must be performed no matter the

type of respirator used.  Fit testing is NOT required for loose-fitting

respirators (hoods and helmets).

And I read this from "A NIOSH Technical Guide...NIOSH Guide to Industrial

Respiratory Protection"

"Until recently, powered air-purifying respirators were considered positive

pressure devices. Field studies by NIOSH as well as others, have indicated

that these devices are not positive pressure, and that their assigned

protection factors are inappropriately high."

And I read from "Histoplasmosis: Protecting Workers at Risk" (DHHS (NIOSH)

Publication No. 97-146 September 1997) powered air purifying respirators are

not recommended in dusty conditions in enclosed spaces where concentrations

of H. capsulatum spores may be high.

Madeline
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Madeline

PAPRs with hoods are appropriate for dusty jobs.  We use them in the

pharmaceutical world for actives handling.

As a chem person, not a biosafety person, the one thing that I am not sure

of is their applicability for things like hanta virus.  You may wish to

contact someone at USAMRIID or CDC for their take on the bio side of the

issue.

Jim C.

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Madeline J. Dalrymple [SMTP:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

        Sent:   Monday, May 14, 2001 3:55 PM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        PAPRs

        Hello

                Occasionally staff and researchers here come to my office

for

        respirators because they plan to work on rodents or clean out

trailers or

        barns full of mouse poop.  Currently we fit them for full face

negative

        pressure respirators.  The user must purchase the respirator and go

through

        a pulmonary function exam, fit test, and training.  You know the

routine.

                I thought PAPRs (powered air purifying respirators) might

make the

        process easier for the users if my office owned the PAPRs and

"rented" them

        out to users after training and fitting.

                However, medical evaluation must still occur, and PAPRs are

not

        suited for cleaning out dusty, enclosed spaces. (details below).

                So it seems that PAPRs are good for field work with rodents,

and

        non-dusty animal work.

                And not barn cleaning.

                What does your facility use for people processing rodents in

the

        field and cleaning the traps?  If PAPR's are used, are they liked?

What

        draw-backs have you found?  How about the length of service of the

powering

        motor?

                What do you like to recommend  for cleaning out dusty barns?

        Thanks -

        Madeline Dalrymple

        Biological Safety Officer

        University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

        Box 3413

        Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

        307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

        Recommendations found in "Precautions for Workers in Affected Areas

Who are

        Regularly Exposed to Rodents" (CDC NCID Special Pathogens Branch;

All about

        Hantavirus).

        In the Compliance Directive for the Respiratory Protection Standard

( CPL

        2-0.120) I read that a medical evaluation must be performed no

matter the

        type of respirator used.  Fit testing is NOT required for

loose-fitting

        respirators (hoods and helmets).

        And I read this from "A NIOSH Technical Guide...NIOSH Guide to

Industrial

        Respiratory Protection"

        "Until recently, powered air-purifying respirators were considered

positive

        pressure devices. Field studies by NIOSH as well as others, have

indicated

        that these devices are not positive pressure, and that their

assigned

        protection factors are inappropriately high."

        And I read from "Histoplasmosis: Protecting Workers at Risk" (DHHS

(NIOSH)

        Publication No. 97-146 September 1997) powered air purifying

respirators are

        not recommended in dusty conditions in enclosed spaces where

concentrations

        of H. capsulatum spores may be high.

        Madeline
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Hi, Madeline -

As one of the furry-faced set, I'm familiar with PAPRs since they're about

all I can use.  I consider them quite appropriate for dusty jobs.  Models

like the 3M (Racal) Air-Mate HEPA-10 or HEPA-12 are fitted with HEPA

cartridges and provide a fairly strong positive pressurization of the face

hood and a PF of 1000.  I prefer wearing them to any other type of

respirator because I find them fairly cool (lots of moving air) and they

provide a "white noise" background that tempers other noises.

There are other types of PAPRs, including some we're planning to use for

organic vapor exposure control because of the ease of use and lack of a fit

test.  It's true - the letter of the reg requires a medical eval and, I

suppose, a pulmonary function test, although I personally consider the

latter a waste of time and money when dealing with PAPRs.  Nevertheless, we

gotta do it ...

Let me know how it works out for you.

-- Glenn

=====================================================

At 01:54 PM 5/14/01 -0600, you wrote:

>Hello

>        Occasionally staff and researchers here come to my office for

>respirators because they plan to work on rodents or clean out trailers or

>barns full of mouse poop.  Currently we fit them for full face negative

>pressure respirators.  The user must purchase the respirator and go through

>a pulmonary function exam, fit test, and training.  You know the routine.

>        I thought PAPRs (powered air purifying respirators) might make the

>process easier for the users if my office owned the PAPRs and "rented" them

>out to users after training and fitting.

>        However, medical evaluation must still occur, and PAPRs are not

>suited for cleaning out dusty, enclosed spaces. (details below).

>        So it seems that PAPRs are good for field work with rodents, and

>non-dusty animal work.

>        And not barn cleaning.

>

>        What does your facility use for people processing rodents in the

>field and cleaning the traps?  If PAPR's are used, are they liked?  What

>draw-backs have you found?  How about the length of service of the powering

>motor?

>        What do you like to recommend  for cleaning out dusty barns?

>

>Thanks -

>

>Madeline Dalrymple

>Biological Safety Officer

>University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Box 3413

>Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

>307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

>

>Recommendations found in "Precautions for Workers in Affected Areas Who are

>Regularly Exposed to Rodents" (CDC NCID Special Pathogens Branch; All about

>Hantavirus).

>

>In the Compliance Directive for the Respiratory Protection Standard ( CPL

>2-0.120) I read that a medical evaluation must be performed no matter the

>type of respirator used.  Fit testing is NOT required for loose-fitting

>respirators (hoods and helmets).

>

>And I read this from "A NIOSH Technical Guide...NIOSH Guide to Industrial

>Respiratory Protection"

>"Until recently, powered air-purifying respirators were considered positive

>pressure devices. Field studies by NIOSH as well as others, have indicated

>that these devices are not positive pressure, and that their assigned

>protection factors are inappropriately high."

>

>And I read from "Histoplasmosis: Protecting Workers at Risk" (DHHS (NIOSH)

>Publication No. 97-146 September 1997) powered air purifying respirators are

>not recommended in dusty conditions in enclosed spaces where concentrations

>of H. capsulatum spores may be high.

>

>Madeline

>
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Regarding the medical exam, the OSHA questionnaire is required annually, to

be reviewed by a health care professional.  That professional then

determines the need for pulmonary function test, EKG or other tests as

appropriate and based on the answers to the questionnaire.  The PFT is not

an annual requirement by OSHA, but may be policy of a particular institution

or physician.

Since the PAPR is a positive air supply, it does not increase breathing

difficulty like a negative facepiece respirator, nor is it heavy, like a

SCBA.  Fitted with HEPA filters, it would be appropriate for dusty settings,

but the filters would load more quickly.  A prefilter that could be changed

frequently would protect the more expensive HEPA cartridge.   The PAPR with

hood/helmet also reduces contamination landing in the hair, etc.   I don't

know if the protection factor would be considered enough for hanta virus in

an enclosed space.

Laura Newton

Industrial Hygiene and Biosafety Consultant

Newton Health & Safety Associates

Flemington, NJ  08822

newtonlb@erols.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Date: Monday, May 14, 2001 5:37 PM

Subject: Re: PAPRs

>Hi, Madeline -

>

>As one of the furry-faced set, I'm familiar with PAPRs since they're about

>all I can use.  I consider them quite appropriate for dusty jobs.  Models

>like the 3M (Racal) Air-Mate HEPA-10 or HEPA-12 are fitted with HEPA

>cartridges and provide a fairly strong positive pressurization of the face

>hood and a PF of 1000.  I prefer wearing them to any other type of

>respirator because I find them fairly cool (lots of moving air) and they

>provide a "white noise" background that tempers other noises.

>

>There are other types of PAPRs, including some we're planning to use for

>organic vapor exposure control because of the ease of use and lack of a fit

>test.  It's true - the letter of the reg requires a medical eval and, I

>suppose, a pulmonary function test, although I personally consider the

>latter a waste of time and money when dealing with PAPRs.  Nevertheless, we

>gotta do it ...

>

>Let me know how it works out for you.

>

>-- Glenn

>

>=====================================================

>

>At 01:54 PM 5/14/01 -0600, you wrote:

>>Hello

>>        Occasionally staff and researchers here come to my office for

>>respirators because they plan to work on rodents or clean out trailers or

>>barns full of mouse poop.  Currently we fit them for full face negative

>>pressure respirators.  The user must purchase the respirator and go

through

>>a pulmonary function exam, fit test, and training.  You know the routine.

>>        I thought PAPRs (powered air purifying respirators) might make the

>>process easier for the users if my office owned the PAPRs and "rented"

them

>>out to users after training and fitting.

>>        However, medical evaluation must still occur, and PAPRs are not

>>suited for cleaning out dusty, enclosed spaces. (details below).

>>        So it seems that PAPRs are good for field work with rodents, and

>>non-dusty animal work.

>>        And not barn cleaning.

>>

>>        What does your facility use for people processing rodents in the

>>field and cleaning the traps?  If PAPR's are used, are they liked?  What

>>draw-backs have you found?  How about the length of service of the

powering

>>motor?

>>        What do you like to recommend  for cleaning out dusty barns?

>>

>>Thanks -

>>

>>Madeline Dalrymple

>>Biological Safety Officer

>>University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

>>Box 3413

>>Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

>>307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

>>

>>Recommendations found in "Precautions for Workers in Affected Areas Who

are

>>Regularly Exposed to Rodents" (CDC NCID Special Pathogens Branch; All

about

>>Hantavirus).

>>

>>In the Compliance Directive for the Respiratory Protection Standard ( CPL

>>2-0.120) I read that a medical evaluation must be performed no matter the

>>type of respirator used.  Fit testing is NOT required for loose-fitting

>>respirators (hoods and helmets).

>>

>>And I read this from "A NIOSH Technical Guide...NIOSH Guide to Industrial

>>Respiratory Protection"

>>"Until recently, powered air-purifying respirators were considered

positive

>>pressure devices. Field studies by NIOSH as well as others, have indicated

>>that these devices are not positive pressure, and that their assigned

>>protection factors are inappropriately high."

>>

>>And I read from "Histoplasmosis: Protecting Workers at Risk" (DHHS (NIOSH)

>>Publication No. 97-146 September 1997) powered air purifying respirators

are

>>not recommended in dusty conditions in enclosed spaces where

concentrations

>>of H. capsulatum spores may be high.

>>

>>Madeline

>>

>
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Hi Madeline,

I have to second Glenn's opinion on the adequacy of PAPRs for dust.  We

have a number of field stations with hantavirus-positive host species,

and I require them for certain activities.  I further endorse PAPRs

because hantavirus is also transmitted via the mucous membrane route of

exposure (eyes) and PAPRs cover this route as well.

I know that Lawrence Livermore Nat. Lab has a respiratory safety

testing program.  You may be able to get a more quantitative scoop on

PAPR performance from them.

Bruce Hanley

On Mon, 14 May 2001 13:54:50 -0600 "Madeline J. Dalrymple"

<Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU> wrote:

> Hello

>         Occasionally staff and researchers here come to my office for

> respirators because they plan to work on rodents or clean out trailers or

> barns full of mouse poop.  Currently we fit them for full face negative

> pressure respirators.  The user must purchase the respirator and go through

> a pulmonary function exam, fit test, and training.  You know the routine.

>         I thought PAPRs (powered air purifying respirators) might make the

> process easier for the users if my office owned the PAPRs and "rented" them

> out to users after training and fitting.

>         However, medical evaluation must still occur, and PAPRs are not

> suited for cleaning out dusty, enclosed spaces. (details below).

>         So it seems that PAPRs are good for field work with rodents, and

> non-dusty animal work.

>         And not barn cleaning.

>

>         What does your facility use for people processing rodents in the

> field and cleaning the traps?  If PAPR's are used, are they liked?  What

> draw-backs have you found?  How about the length of service of the powering

> motor?

>         What do you like to recommend  for cleaning out dusty barns?

>

> Thanks -

>

> Madeline Dalrymple

> Biological Safety Officer

> University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

> Box 3413

> Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

> 307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

>

> Recommendations found in "Precautions for Workers in Affected Areas Who are

> Regularly Exposed to Rodents" (CDC NCID Special Pathogens Branch; All about

> Hantavirus).

>

> In the Compliance Directive for the Respiratory Protection Standard ( CPL

> 2-0.120) I read that a medical evaluation must be performed no matter the

> type of respirator used.  Fit testing is NOT required for loose-fitting

> respirators (hoods and helmets).

>

> And I read this from "A NIOSH Technical Guide...NIOSH Guide to Industrial

> Respiratory Protection"

> "Until recently, powered air-purifying respirators were considered positive

> pressure devices. Field studies by NIOSH as well as others, have indicated

> that these devices are not positive pressure, and that their assigned

> protection factors are inappropriately high."

>

> And I read from "Histoplasmosis: Protecting Workers at Risk" (DHHS (NIOSH)

> Publication No. 97-146 September 1997) powered air purifying respirators are

> not recommended in dusty conditions in enclosed spaces where concentrations

> of H. capsulatum spores may be high.

>

> Madeline

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

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894
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Anyone have experience working with dermatophytic fungi?  Have an

outpatient clinic exam room where patients with onychomycosis (nail

fungus) will come in and undergo debridement of the thick nails.  We are

worried about airborne particulates.  Besides wearing a mask and having

a vacuum on the high speed drill/sander, what other precautions are

required and/or recommended by OSHA?  We are considering using a

portable floor filter that cycles the room air 6 times/hour or even

venting the room to the outside.

Thanks,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu
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Dear colleagues,

Recently the rotor in an ultra-centrifuge in one of our laboratories

disintegrated at about 60.000 RPM. Fortunately, the damage was limited

to the total destruction of the centrifuge and no injuries occurred.

In an effort to prevent such an occurrence in the future we are putting

together a program that will ensure that out-of-date rotors are

condemned, and other rotors inspected on a regular basis. The problems

we face are probably similar to many other institutions that have many

centrifuges from different manufacturers with different models, varying

ages of rotors, etc.

I have several questions and appreciate your feedback.

Do you have a centralized rotor inspection program?

If you do, how do you manage the inspection of rotors from different

manufacturers?

Do you bring in one 'authority' that inspects the rotors of all

manufacturers and certifies and condemns?

Or do you bring in representatives from the different rotor

manufacturers to do that?

Does your institution condemn rotors based on age (i.e. without any

visible damage) alone? Or are rotors condemned purely based on an

inspection and demonstrable cracks or abnormalities?

Do you perform inspections in-house? If you do what standards and

procedures do you follow? What tests do you perform.

Please respond to me directly to minimize list clutter. I apologize to

those of you that will get the message more than once because you are

subscribed to more than one of the mailing lists I am sending this

message to.

Thank you,

Roland

--

Roland Leitner

Biosafety / Laboratory Safety Officer

Safety Services

University of Calgary

2500 University Drive N.W.

Calgary, AB T2N 1N4

Ph: 403-220-4612 Fax: 403-284-1332

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

Ex factis, non ex dictis amici pensandi. Titus Livius
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Hello All,

The AIHA Lab Health and Safety Committee has recently developed a web sit=

e

which includes laboratory safety incidents and technical links.  The

laboratory safety incidents are useful for training sessions and for

newsletter articles.

The address of the web-page is http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/

If you want to go directly to the Lab Safety Incidents Section, the addre=

ss is

http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/accidents/index.htm

If you want to go directly to biosafety resources, the address is: =

http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/technical/biosafety.htm

We appreciate submissions of lab accidents and incidents.   All identifyi=

ng

information is removed so that no one gets any bad press!

Thank you!

Lindsey Kayman

Vice-Chair of AIHA Lab Health and Safety Committee

____________________________________________________________________

Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A1
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Roland -

This is an interesting problem that draws the attention of many

institutions but should concern us all.  Ultracentrifuge use is so

ubiquitous that many BSOs view the 'fuge as on par with spectrophotometers

and Facscans.  However, as you well know, these common lab tools have the

potential for physical energy release far exceeding most other lab devices.

 And rotor failures are (and will be) a fact of life for high-use

ultracentrifuges.  Thus the protective steel can around the rotor chamber.

I've seen ultracentrifuges that have been moved several feet off their

mooring by a rotor failure but I've never seen (or heard of) a chamber can

that failed to contain the rotor chunks.  I'm sure some of our compadres

have such a horror story ...

One way to forestall a rotor failure is to have an aggressive (and

well-funded) rotor inspection/retirement program.  These little guys are

NOT cheap!  Factors such as hours of use (thus the rotor log), speeds,

loads and exposures to deleterious substances (corrosives, etc.) must be

factored into the assessment.  Rotor manufacturers routinely recommend

derating or reducing the max permissible speed) of a rotor with accumulated

hours.  I'm sure there are also physical methods such as magnafluxing and

fluorescent dye procedures, to seek minute rotor cracks and nicks that

could precipitate a failure.  But the one element you didn't mention, also

very important, is training of lab staff on how to properly load, run and

maintain the ultracentrifuge.  While the drive axles on most

ultracentrifuges are capable of absorbing some minor imbalances, there is

still a critical need to carefully balance the loads, and not just from the

viewpoint of equal masses but also with regard to physical similarity of

opposing loads.  For example, two tubes that weigh the same but are filled

with cesiuim chloride solutions that are very different in density will not

provide balanced opposing loads because the tube containing the lower

density fluid will contain a greater volume of liquid and thus, the center

of gravity will be slightly different than in the tube with the more dense

fluid.  This will not provide a balanced opposing load and may contribute

to rotor failure.  The correct way to balance this rotor would be to

prepare dummy opposing loads of identical density fluids.

My point - make certain folks understand the criticality of certain run

parameters before certifying them to operate the device.  This,

incombination with a good rotor inspection/evaluation/retirement program,

should minimize the chances for a rotor failure.

I suggest you contact the Beckman and Sorvall folks for guidance and their

recommendations on rotor derating and retirement assessment.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk

Director, EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857

=================================

At 06:42 PM 5/16/01 -0600, you wrote:

>Dear colleagues,

>

>Recently the rotor in an ultra-centrifuge in one of our laboratories

>disintegrated at about 60.000 RPM. Fortunately, the damage was limited

>to the total destruction of the centrifuge and no injuries occurred.

>

>In an effort to prevent such an occurrence in the future we are putting

>together a program that will ensure that out-of-date rotors are

>condemned, and other rotors inspected on a regular basis. The problems

>we face are probably similar to many other institutions that have many

>centrifuges from different manufacturers with different models, varying

>ages of rotors, etc.

>

>I have several questions and appreciate your feedback.

>

>Do you have a centralized rotor inspection program?

>If you do, how do you manage the inspection of rotors from different

>manufacturers?

>Do you bring in one 'authority' that inspects the rotors of all

>manufacturers and certifies and condemns?

>Or do you bring in representatives from the different rotor

>manufacturers to do that?

>Does your institution condemn rotors based on age (i.e. without any

>visible damage) alone? Or are rotors condemned purely based on an

>inspection and demonstrable cracks or abnormalities?

>Do you perform inspections in-house? If you do what standards and

>procedures do you follow? What tests do you perform.

>

>

>Please respond to me directly to minimize list clutter. I apologize to

>those of you that will get the message more than once because you are

>subscribed to more than one of the mailing lists I am sending this

>message to.

>

>Thank you,

>Roland

>--

>Roland Leitner

>Biosafety / Laboratory Safety Officer

>Safety Services

>University of Calgary

>2500 University Drive N.W.

>Calgary, AB T2N 1N4

>Ph: 403-220-4612 Fax: 403-284-1332

>------------------------

>Ex factis, non ex dictis amici pensandi. Titus Livius

>
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Hi again--

        Who keeps the medical records for your employees with occupational

exposure?  Decentralized in the departments -- I am thinking university

departments -- or in one central location like Environmental Health and

Safety?

        I had been keeping copies of exposure reports but not employee

medical reports (except for our department's employees).  The departments

were to keep employee medical reports (my attempt at ensuring

confidentiality of medical reports).  But after re-reading the Bloodborne

Pathogen Standard I am wondering about this.

Thanks and don't be to mean to me in pointing out my deficiencies!

:-)

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

Box 3413

Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu
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BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

>        Who keeps the medical records for your employees with occupational

>exposure?  Decentralized in the departments -- I am thinking university

>departments -- or in one central location like Environmental Health and

>Safety?

>        I had been keeping copies of exposure reports but not employee

>medical reports (except for our department's employees).  The departments

>were to keep employee medical reports (my attempt at ensuring

>confidentiality of medical reports).  But after re-reading the Bloodborne

>Pathogen Standard I am wondering about this.

Madeline et. al.,

>

Our records are kept at the offices of the industrial medicine facility

where we are sent for our exams.  In my opinion, from personal experiences

and observations, medical offices don't think much about their actions,

their conversations and keeping things confidential from any other

patients visually, nor within earshot.  But, the records are apt to retain

greater confidentiality for your employees at such a facility than any

place they might be kept on your campus.

In fact, I feel very strongly that such records should not be in the hands

of fellow employees based on this personal experience.  I once worked

where one of the office employees processed medical claims before being

sent to corporate headquarters.  She had a BIG mouth and soon people's

personal ailments became public knowledge.  One of my family members

needed medical consultation for a condition which I did not want everyone

at work to know about, so I didn't even submit a claim.

Our industrial doctor only sends to our personnel office, a copy of the

pertinent info, e.g. a certificate of a normal hearing test for someone

exposed to occupational noise.  And with that statement I have stumbled

upon the answer to your question---we keep any such records in Personnel.

I do not know what your comment regarding the BBP Std means, but hope I am

a little help!

>

Teresa

Teresa R. Robertson, B.S., NRCC-CHO

Certified Chemical Hygiene Officer

Certified Hazardous Materials Technician

Instructional Support, Chemistry Department

Natural Sciences, Mathematics & Engineering

California State University, Bakersfield

9001 Stockdale Highway

Bakersfield, CA  93311-1099
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This is a medical record and is considered to be confidential information.

We have our records at the University Health Service(clinic).  The only

information we track is whether or not an individual has had the Hep-B or

not and when the shot was given.  We do investigate exposures but we are

not informed of the medical information only that the injury occured.  I

cannot even see these records without a formal release from the individual,

which is as it should be.

Bob

>Hi again--

>        Who keeps the medical records for your employees with occupational

>exposure?  Decentralized in the departments -- I am thinking university

>departments -- or in one central location like Environmental Health and

>Safety?

>        I had been keeping copies of exposure reports but not employee

>medical reports (except for our department's employees).  The departments

>were to keep employee medical reports (my attempt at ensuring

>confidentiality of medical reports).  But after re-reading the Bloodborne

>Pathogen Standard I am wondering about this.

>

>Thanks and don't be to mean to me in pointing out my deficiencies!

>:-)

>

>Madeline Dalrymple

>Biological Safety Officer

>University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Box 3413

>Laramie, Wyoming; USA; 82071-3413

>307-766-2723; 307-766-5678 fax; dalrympl@uwyo.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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re: Who keeps the medical records for your employees with occupational

exposure?

        Medical records are kept by the provider.  In many (all?) states,

and in the US military, those records are the property of the provider, and

NOT the property of the patient nor the property of the employer.  When we

recently did not renew the contract with the provider we were using, we did

not have copies of those records immediately available to anyone.  As I

understand it, each record must be requested on an individual basis, which

can be done by the employee or the new provider.

        In our institution we have no centrally sponsored occupational

health program.  Our laboratory animal care program has guidelines for an

occupational health program and provides access to a contracted provider.

However, there is much leeway in who employees can use for their provider,

with the caveat that the department/division/principal investigator is

responsible for providing the risk assessment and appropriate occupational

health services.

        If an exposure/accident/illness occurs, the employees are to report

to our Workers' Compensation provider.  The forms they complete have a

statement regarding release of information.  Our WC office, part of our

Human Resources, Risk Management division, receives copies, and our Health

and Safety Office receives a copy.  And in fact there is a section to be

completed by the supervisor regarding the lost time, cause of accident, etc.

However, I rarely see the reports (loss of communication between different

offices) and the ones I do see rarely have any information from the

supervisor.

    Depending on the nature of the accident/incident one of the Health and

Safety staff may do a follow up.  For example, a sharps injury when

disposing of a needle after a blood draw, would likely be followed up by

myself to determine if the proper steps were being followed.  Folks still

like to re-cap needles, and in my career I've run into more than a few who

do not remove full sharps containers from service in a timely manner.  This

becomes a teaching moment.

My $0.02

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Pager:   303-266-5402

Fax:      303-315-8026

email:    therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu <mailto:therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu>
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We have a BL-3 facility on the drawing board and will HEPA-filter room

exhaust.  I was curious as to how others deal with roof-top (the lab

will be on the top floor) fan/filter units.

I've seen the literature on the bag in/bag out HEPA's-I remeber

collecting literature from Flanders at ABSA meetings-and they seem like

to good match.  Questions are:

Are they typically leak-tested (as cabinets are) on an annual basis?

If so, what modifications to allow for aerosol introduction and

measurement are necessary on and around the filter housing?

If they are not typically leak tested, what criteria are used to

indicate the need for replacement: time period? static pressure

increase?

Are the filters usually deconned before changing, or bagged and sent off

as RMW? If removal of non deconned filters is done by an outside vendor,

what level of PPE seems appropriate.

If they are gas-decontaminated, what is the procedure-is it similar to

placing the fry pans with paraformaldehyde and neutralizer inside a BSC

and closing the dampers on either side on the unit?

Thank you,

Paul Rubock

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 18 May 2001 16:04:22 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Have your HEPA unit setup to be negative in preassure to the general

atmosphere.    The fan comes after the HEPA filter.  Normaly both are

located on the roof.  Now if any leaks happen, air will be pulled into the

ductwork and not pushed out before being filtered.

Make sure the exhaust will not introduced to any air intakes.  I t sounds

silly, but it happens more than you think.

Bob

>We have a BL-3 facility on the drawing board and will HEPA-filter room

>exhaust.  I was curious as to how others deal with roof-top (the lab

>will be on the top floor) fan/filter units.

>

>I've seen the literature on the bag in/bag out HEPA's-I remeber

>collecting literature from Flanders at ABSA meetings-and they seem like

>to good match.  Questions are:

>

>Are they typically leak-tested (as cabinets are) on an annual basis?

>If so, what modifications to allow for aerosol introduction and

>measurement are necessary on and around the filter housing?

>If they are not typically leak tested, what criteria are used to

>indicate the need for replacement: time period? static pressure

>increase?

>

>Are the filters usually deconned before changing, or bagged and sent off

>as RMW? If removal of non deconned filters is done by an outside vendor,

>what level of PPE seems appropriate.

>If they are gas-decontaminated, what is the procedure-is it similar to

>placing the fry pans with paraformaldehyde and neutralizer inside a BSC

>and closing the dampers on either side on the unit?

>

>Thank you,

>Paul Rubock

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Lindsey, this is a great resource. I can't even imagine how much work this must

have been! Thanks.

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Lindsey Kayman [SMTP:lindseykayman@USA.NET]

> Sent: Thursday, May 17, 2001 8:30 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Lab Safety Incidents Page

>

> Hello All,

>

> The AIHA Lab Health and Safety Committee has recently developed a web site

> which includes laboratory safety incidents and technical links.  The

> laboratory safety incidents are useful for training sessions and for

> newsletter articles.

>

> The address of the web-page is http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/

>

> If you want to go directly to the Lab Safety Incidents Section, the address is

> http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/accidents/index.htm

>

> If you want to go directly to biosafety resources, the address is:

> http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/technical/biosafety.htm

>

> We appreciate submissions of lab accidents and incidents.   All identifying

> information is removed so that no one gets any bad press!

>

> Thank you!

>

> Lindsey Kayman

> Vice-Chair of AIHA Lab Health and Safety Committee

>

>

>

> ____________________________________________________________________

> Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=1
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Paul, please send me an email so I can email you some information.

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

Rick Scott
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Any asistance would be greatly appreciated.

Thank you

"Scott, Wilmore Sherrick" wrote:

> Paul, please send me an email so I can email you some information.

> scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

>

> Rick Scott
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Does anyone know of a source for a plastic Pasteur pipet.  Too

frequently, the glass ones break, especially when a researcher is

inserting it into tubing prior to aspiration.  Or, any thing else in

plastic with a similarly thin tip usable for aspiration.

Thank you.
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We have been using plastic disposable aspirating pipets in some of our

laboratories for several years.  Our users have been very happy with them

as a suitable substitute for glass.  They manufactured by Falcon and are

available through Fisher Scientific.  They are available in 1, 2, 5, 10

and 25 ml versions.  All are sterile, unplugged and individually wrapped.

The 2ml pipets are also available in sterile bulk packs of 25.

Brian Days

paul rubock <pr18@columbia.edu>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

05/21/01 04:37 PM

Please respond to pr18

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        substitute for glass pasteur pipets

Does anyone know of a source for a plastic Pasteur pipet.  Too

frequently, the glass ones break, especially when a researcher is

inserting it into tubing prior to aspiration.  Or, any thing else in

plastic with a similarly thin tip usable for aspiration.

Thank you.
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Organization: EH&S

Subject:      Re: substitute for glass Pasteur pipets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Brian,

Thank you much; these look like just the right thing.

Paul Rubock

Brian Days wrote:

> We have been using plastic disposable aspirating pipets in some of our

> laboratories for several years.  Our users have been very happy with them

> as a suitable substitute for glass.  They manufactured by Falcon and are

> available through Fisher Scientific.  They are available in 1, 2, 5, 10

> and 25 ml versions.  All are sterile, unplugged and individually wrapped.

> The 2ml pipets are also available in sterile bulk packs of 25.

>

> Brian Days

>

> paul rubock <pr18@columbia.edu>

> Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> 05/21/01 04:37 PM

> Please respond to pr18

>

>         To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         cc:

>         Subject:        substitute for glass pasteur pipets

>

> Does anyone know of a source for a plastic Pasteur pipet.  Too

> frequently, the glass ones break, especially when a researcher is

> inserting it into tubing prior to aspiration.  Or, any thing else in

> plastic with a similarly thin tip usable for aspiration.

>

> Thank you.
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HEPATITIS C VIRUS, VACCINE RESEARCH

**********************************

A ProMED-mail post <http://www.promedmail.org>

ProMED-mail is a program of the International Society for

Infectious Diseases <http://www.isid.org>

[see also:2000

----

Hepatitis C, nosocomial transmission - Germany 20001221.2240

Hepatitis C virus, risk assessment 20000726.1243

1998

----

Hepatitis C, WHO calls for incr. awareness (03) 19980509.0918

Hepatitis C, WHO calls for increased awareness (02)

19980508.0901

Hepatitis C - UK 19980609.1102

Hepatitis C - UK (02) 19980614.1121]

Date: Tue 22 May 2001 15:50 GMT

From: ProMED-mail <promed@promedmail.org>

Source: BBC Online, Tue 22 May 2001 15:58 GMT [edited]

<http://news.bbc.co.uk/hi/english/health/newsid_1345000/1345431.stm>

Hepatitis C and dengue fever virus hybrid: college fined

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

One of London's top research units has admitted that it broke

health and safety legislation while combining 2 dangerous

viruses. Imperial College had pleaded guilty at an earlier

hearing at London's Marylebone Magistrates Court to 2 charges

relating to laboratory work involving a combination of the

hepatitis C and dengue fever viruses. The College had already

been fined #20 000 in March for another health and safety

offence relating to the storage of HIV. They have now been

committed to the Crown Court for sentencing.

District Judge Elizabeth Roscoe said that the breaches were

"potentially extremely dangerous and a matter of high public

concern." The college, in Kensington, west London, admitted

"failing to apply principles of good microbiological practice

and principles of good occupational safety and hygiene" under

regulations governing genetically modified organisms. The

researchers were trying to create an artificial hybrid of the

two viruses.

The college had also pleaded guilty to a charge of failing to

ensure the safety of employees. The Health and Safety Executive

prosecution followed an inspection at the college's St Mary's

Hospital campus in December 1998.

In a statement the college said: "Imperial College regrets these

breaches of the health and safety legislation but stresses that

no member of the public was at risk at any time. Hepatitis C

virus infects around 200 million carriers worldwide. This

research project was intended to produce a new type of hybrid

hepatitis C virus, which would allow researchers to speed up

their search for a vaccine and to replace the use of animals in

much of this work. The college has stringent policies and

procedures in place to regulate activities of this nature. It

takes all its health and safety responsibilities very seriously

and has taken steps to ensure that such an incident cannot

happen again. Extra staff devoted to monitoring and advising on

safety in the college are now in post."

--

ProMED-mail

<promed@promedmail.org>

[Breaches of microbiological safety of this type deserve to be

publicized widely. The apparent intention of this research was

to facilitate development of a hepatitis C vaccine by

construction of a hepatitis C virus/dengue fever virus

recombinant. This approach seems hazardous in the extreme,

particularly as no protective vaccine to either of the

components of the hybrid virus is currently available. One

wonders how this research came to be funded. If there is some

rationale justifying this approach, perhaps someone should

explain. - Mod.CP]

....................cp/sh

*##########################################################*

ProMED-mail makes every effort to  verify  the reports  that

are  posted,  but  the  accuracy  and  completeness  of  the

information,   and  of  any  statements  or  opinions  based

thereon, are not guaranteed. The reader assumes all risks in

using information posted or archived by  ProMED-mail.   ISID

and  its  associated  service  providers  shall not be  held

responsible for errors or omissions or  held liable for  any

damages incurred as a result of use or reliance upon  posted

or archived material.

************************************************************

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do You Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Auctions - buy the things you want at great prices

http://auctions.yahoo.com/
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Date:         Tue, 22 May 2001 19:55:46 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Freedman <aihl@STAT.BERKELEY.EDU>

Subject:      Request for Information from CalOSHA Nurse

From: Smalstig, Tam@DIR

Sent: Monday, May 21, 2001 6:20 PM

To: Macher, Janet (DHS-EHLB)

Subject: FW: Biosafety requirements in microbiological laboratories

(quick ie curbside consult)

 I am dealing with an employer who processes fungal cultures.

 One of the technicians (a very good technician) has developed a latex

 allergy.

 Previously the employee was REQUIRED to wear gloves when preparing

 samples.

 Now the employer has made gloves NOT REQUIRED.

 The employer named histoplasmosis and aspergillus as two of the multiple

 fungal groups the sensitive employee deals with.

 I reviewed the CDC Biosafety (4th Ed) requirements for histoplasmosis

 (capsulatum). The Recommended Precautions: Biosafety Level 2 and Animal

 Biosafety Level 2 practices ...

 Biosafety Level 3 practices and facilities are recommended for propagating

 and manipulating cultures already identified as H. capsulatum, ....

 Excerpt Biosafety Level 2

 3. Gloves should be worn if the skin on the hands is broken or if a rash

 is present. Alternatives to powdered latex gloves should be available. .

 Aspergillus was not identified.

 Are there other Biosafety requirements (or best practices) that the

 employer would be held to?

 It is my understanding that American Industrial Hygiene Association

 EMLAP/EMPAT focuses on result QA/QC.

 Does it address worker health and safety issues?

 It appears to an independent mycology lab that does primarily clinical

work.

 It is not part of a government, university or healthcare facility.

 The employee works with the cultures/plates in a hood on a daily basis and

 seems to be at least half of her workday.

 Tam Smalstig, MS, RN, OHNP, COHN-S

 Nurse Consultant

 California Department of Industrial Relations

 Division of Occupational Safety and Health

 Medical Unit

 2100 E. Katella, Suite 205 Anaheim CA 92806

 Office (714) 456-1876  Fax  (714) 939-8976

 tsmalstig@hq.dir.ca.gov

 www.dir.ca.gov

 Don't look, won't find. Don't find, can't fix. Don't fix, will injure.

 Don't document, can't prove.

.cc jmacher@dhs.ca.gov
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Plant Virus - Tobacco Mosaic

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Are any of your labs working with plant viruses? Do you use biosafety

protocols for plant viruses (not rDNA work) for lab work and greenhouse

work? If so, I'd appreciate any info you could provide.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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Date:         Wed, 23 May 2001 08:20:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Danowski, Kristine (KL)" <KLDanowski@DOW.COM>

Subject:      Re: Plant Virus - Tobacco Mosaic

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hi Kim,

I used to work in a plant virology laboratory.  We worked with wild-type TMV

and RCNMV.  Since these viruses do not infect humans, we used no biosafety

protocols.  However, we did autoclave all infected plants before disposal.

KD

-----Original Message-----

From: Kim Auletta [mailto:kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2001 7:59 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Plant Virus - Tobacco Mosaic

Are any of your labs working with plant viruses? Do you use biosafety

protocols for plant viruses (not rDNA work) for lab work and greenhouse

work? If so, I'd appreciate any info you could provide.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Plant Virus - Tobacco Mosaic

In-Reply-To:  <OF3C74327B.57FC54C6-ON85256A55.004127B5@cc.sunysb.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_149390281==_.ALT"

--=====================_149390281==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 07:59 AM 05/23/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Are any of your labs working with plant viruses? Do you use biosafety

>protocols for plant viruses (not rDNA work) for lab work and greenhouse

>work? If so, I'd appreciate any info you could provide.

>

>Kim Auletta

Biosafety protocols are designed to 1) protect the worker and 2) protect

the environment.  In the case of plant pathogens you want to protect the

environment.  So the biosafety level will depend upon the host range of the

pathogen, the proximity you are to those hosts in the wild, the commercial

value of the host, the pathogenicity and stability of the pathogen AND last

but not least, many of the plant pathogens are USDA regulated, i.e. you

need to fill out form 526 and they (or your local ag folks) may require a

certain biosafety level before they will issue you a permit.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Newberry <wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      rDNA reviews

In-Reply-To:  <059467C03F5ED411A90D00D0B781F1C8037B2DE2@MANTE70>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

The NIH Guidelines for rDNA work state that the IBC is responsible for:

"Section IV-B-2-b-(5). Periodically reviewing recombinant DNA

research conducted at the institution to ensure compliance with the

NIH Guidelines."

We're in the process of reviewing our IBC by-laws and procedures, and

would like to know how other institutions accomplish this.

Additionally, if anyone has their IBC by-laws and procedures in a

format that they could email to me, I would greatly appreciate the

assistance.

--

Robin

W. Robert Newberry, IV CIH, CHMM

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Clemson University

wnewber@clemson.edu  ehs@clemson.edu

http://ehs.clemson.edu/
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Date:         Wed, 23 May 2001 08:55:51 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Plant Virus - Tobacco Mosaic

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

You may want to check with USDA / APHIS. We did a small series of tests on a

similar plant virus. USDA performed an inspection of our facilities and

biosafety program before they would allow us to conduct the studies, and

required that we follow BSL 2 guidelines with regard to the virus. Had the

virus been a recombinant, then there's little question that the NIH rDNA

Guidelines apply.

One should never assume that just because the guidelies for handling human

pathogens fails to cover plant pathogens, there are no other requirements.

USDA should, and does, have something to say about what is done with plant

pathogens.

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist, Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD

rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Janeen LaPierre <jlapierre@UNE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Request for Information from CalOSHA Nurse

Mime-Version: 1.0
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I would recommend Nitrile gloves.  That's all we use when working with

potential human pathogen containing samples.  If she has a latex allergy

she may be more likely to develop allergic reactions to other things

like molds and fungus.  I just think it would be the prudent thing to

do.

My humble opinion, Janeen.

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Janeen M. Lapierre

Microbiology Lab Coordinator

University of New England

College of Osteopathic Medicine

(207)283-0170 x2446

jlapierre@mailbox.une.edu
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Date:         Wed, 23 May 2001 09:48:21 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Request for Information from CalOSHA Nurse

In-Reply-To:  <200105230255.TAA19306@heffal.Berkeley.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

What other gloves have been considered to replace the latex?  The number

one candidate is ushually nitrile.

Bob

>From: Smalstig, Tam@DIR

>Sent: Monday, May 21, 2001 6:20 PM

>To: Macher, Janet (DHS-EHLB)

>Subject: FW: Biosafety requirements in microbiological laboratories

>(quick ie curbside consult)

>

> I am dealing with an employer who processes fungal cultures.

> One of the technicians (a very good technician) has developed a latex

> allergy.

> Previously the employee was REQUIRED to wear gloves when preparing

> samples.

> Now the employer has made gloves NOT REQUIRED.

> The employer named histoplasmosis and aspergillus as two of the multiple

> fungal groups the sensitive employee deals with.

>

> I reviewed the CDC Biosafety (4th Ed) requirements for histoplasmosis

> (capsulatum). The Recommended Precautions: Biosafety Level 2 and Animal

> Biosafety Level 2 practices ...

> Biosafety Level 3 practices and facilities are recommended for propagating

> and manipulating cultures already identified as H. capsulatum, ....

> Excerpt Biosafety Level 2

> 3. Gloves should be worn if the skin on the hands is broken or if a rash

> is present. Alternatives to powdered latex gloves should be available. .

>

> Aspergillus was not identified.

>

> Are there other Biosafety requirements (or best practices) that the

> employer would be held to?

>

> It is my understanding that American Industrial Hygiene Association

> EMLAP/EMPAT focuses on result QA/QC.

>

> Does it address worker health and safety issues?

>

> It appears to an independent mycology lab that does primarily clinical

>work.

>

> It is not part of a government, university or healthcare facility.

> The employee works with the cultures/plates in a hood on a daily basis and

> seems to be at least half of her workday.

>

> Tam Smalstig, MS, RN, OHNP, COHN-S

> Nurse Consultant

>

> California Department of Industrial Relations

> Division of Occupational Safety and Health

> Medical Unit

> 2100 E. Katella, Suite 205 Anaheim CA 92806

>

> Office (714) 456-1876  Fax  (714) 939-8976

> tsmalstig@hq.dir.ca.gov

> www.dir.ca.gov

>

> Don't look, won't find. Don't find, can't fix. Don't fix, will injure.

> Don't document, can't prove.

>

>.cc jmacher@dhs.ca.gov

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jean-Marc Collard <jcollard@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      Re: Plant Virus - Tobacco Mosaic

In-Reply-To:  <OF3C74327B.57FC54C6-ON85256A55.004127B5@cc.sunysb.edu>
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>Are any of your labs working with plant viruses? Do you use biosafety

>protocols for plant viruses (not rDNA work) for lab work and greenhouse

>work? If so, I'd appreciate any info you could provide.

>

>Kim Auletta

>Lab Safety Specialist

>Environmental Health and Safety

>SUNY Stony Brook

>110 Suffolk Hall

>Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

>PHONE: 631-632-9672

>FAX: 631-632-9683

>E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

Dear Kim,

As already mentioned, your biosafety protocol should be designed to protect the environment since these types of viruses are not infectious for humans.

Just to say that useful information on Plant Viruses is available at the Australian National University in Canberra [http://biology.anu.edu.au/Groups/MES/vide/]

Tobacco mosaic tobamovirus [http://biology.anu.edu.au/Groups/MES/vide/descr803.htm]

The book entitled: "Containment facilities and safeguards. The exotic plant pathogens and pests." Edited by R.P. Kahn and S.B. Mahur 1999 - ISBN: 0-89054-197-3 Scientific Societies - 3340 pilot Knob Road - St. Paul, NM 55121-2097, USA Ph (651) 454-7250 Fax: (651) 454-0766

is also a good source for plant pathogen containment designs.

Requirements for Glasshouses and Growth-rooms in Europe can be found at http://biosafety.ihe.be/219ep/Checklists/Glasshouses.html on the website for European inspectors involved in the control of contained use facilities.

On this website, there is also a chapter on biosafety resources http://biosafety.ihe.be/219ep/Resources/ResourcesMenu.html,

and a part dedicated to literature in biosafety which can provide some useful information on plant pathogens: i.e.  Frommer, W., The WP Safety in Biotechnology of the European Federation Biotechnology, Safe Biotechnology (4). 1992. Recommendations for safety levels for biotechnological operations with microorganisms that cause diseases in plants. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 38:139-140.

Hope it helps,

Have a great day!

Jean-Marc Collard

--

*************************************************************

* Dr Jean-Marc Collard                                      *

* Service of Biosafety and Biotechnology                    *

* Institute of Public Health                                *

* Ministry of Social Affairs, Public Health and Environment *

* Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14                            *

* B-1050 Brussels BELGIUM                                   *

* Ph: 322-6425293 Fx: 322-6425292                           *

* Email: helpsbb@sbb.ihe.be                                 *

*************************************************************
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <lindseykayman@USA.NET>

Subject:      gross anatomy lab- prion precautions
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Hello All, =

I am interested in knowing what kind of  prion-precautions are being take=

n in

your medical schools  for disection of  the central nervous system of cad=

avers

in gross anatomy classes.  The instructor drills open the skull using a H=

EPA

vented vacuum for the stryker saw.  However, the students disect the spin=

al

cord and will handle the brain without use of a HEPA-vac.  The brains are=

fixed in a formalehyde/ethylene glycol solution.

The institution/person who is donating the body is asked to complete a

questionnaire  which includes a question  if the person had dementia.  If=

  the

person did have dementia the body is not accepted.

Two studies have indicated that at least 80% of CJD deaths are identified=

 in

the US.  On Nov 8, 2000 a research letter in JAMA indicated that from 197=

9

through 1998, 4,751 deaths due to CJD were reported in the US.   The medi=

an

age at death was 68 years and ten JCD decedents were younger than 30 yera=

s. =

The overall annual rate has been relativelystable since 1985. =

New Red Cross rules, to take effect in September, will bar  blood donatio=

ns

from anyone who has spent three months or longer in Britain or at least s=

ix

months anywhere in  Europe since 1980.

Are any of you requiring cutting of the spinal cord and other work on the=

nervous system to be done using HEPA filtered vacuum or respiratory

protection?

Thanks,

Lindsey

Lindsey Kayman, CIH, Campus Safety Manger

UMDNJ-EOHSS

675 Hoes Lane, Tr 1

Piscataway, NJ  08854

(732) 235-4058

fax:  (732) 235-5270

____________________________________________________________________

Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A1

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 23 May 2001 07:29:28 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Request for Information from CalOSHA Nurse

In-Reply-To:  <200105230255.TAA19306@heffal.Berkeley.EDU>
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Tam -

If the employer deleted the glove requirement simply because the gloves

provided were associated with an allergic response in the worker, I would

suggest that not only did the employer do the worker a great disservice,

the employer also violated a basic concept of biosafety, that of providing

workers with safe means to control the potential for exposure to infectious

agents.  Even if the employer has thoroughly investigated the alternatives

to latex gloves currently available (there are many, as you know, including

the ever-popular nitriles) and not found any acceptable to the employee,

further ways to resolve the potential exposure issues should be examined,

including (and perhaps ultimately ending with) prohibiting the employee

from working with the specimens/isolates/cultures on the basis of a

violation of good safety practice that simply can't be tolerated in that

particular environment.

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

==============================================

At 07:55 PM 5/22/01 -0700, you wrote:

>From: Smalstig, Tam@DIR

>Sent: Monday, May 21, 2001 6:20 PM

>To: Macher, Janet (DHS-EHLB)

>Subject: FW: Biosafety requirements in microbiological laboratories

>(quick ie curbside consult)

>

> I am dealing with an employer who processes fungal cultures.

> One of the technicians (a very good technician) has developed a latex

> allergy.

> Previously the employee was REQUIRED to wear gloves when preparing

> samples.

> Now the employer has made gloves NOT REQUIRED.

> The employer named histoplasmosis and aspergillus as two of the multiple

> fungal groups the sensitive employee deals with.

>

> I reviewed the CDC Biosafety (4th Ed) requirements for histoplasmosis

> (capsulatum). The Recommended Precautions: Biosafety Level 2 and Animal

> Biosafety Level 2 practices ...

> Biosafety Level 3 practices and facilities are recommended for propagating

> and manipulating cultures already identified as H. capsulatum, ....

> Excerpt Biosafety Level 2

> 3. Gloves should be worn if the skin on the hands is broken or if a rash

> is present. Alternatives to powdered latex gloves should be available. .

>

> Aspergillus was not identified.

>

> Are there other Biosafety requirements (or best practices) that the

> employer would be held to?

>

> It is my understanding that American Industrial Hygiene Association

> EMLAP/EMPAT focuses on result QA/QC.

>

> Does it address worker health and safety issues?

>

> It appears to an independent mycology lab that does primarily clinical

>work.

>

> It is not part of a government, university or healthcare facility.

> The employee works with the cultures/plates in a hood on a daily basis and

> seems to be at least half of her workday.

>

> Tam Smalstig, MS, RN, OHNP, COHN-S

> Nurse Consultant

>

> California Department of Industrial Relations

> Division of Occupational Safety and Health

> Medical Unit

> 2100 E. Katella, Suite 205 Anaheim CA 92806

>

> Office (714) 456-1876  Fax  (714) 939-8976

> tsmalstig@hq.dir.ca.gov

> www.dir.ca.gov

>

> Don't look, won't find. Don't find, can't fix. Don't fix, will injure.

> Don't document, can't prove.

>

>.cc jmacher@dhs.ca.gov

>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathrin Bernard <Kathrin.Bernard@BAG.ADMIN.CH>

Subject:      classification of vaccine strains
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Hi all

could anybody tell me the classifictation of vaccine strains and what

biosafety level is needed for the production of vaccines? We just started

the discussion about this topic and it would be very helpful to me to know

how do you handle this in US. I would be glad to get some references for

this.

Thanks in advance

Kathrin Bernard

********************************

Kathrin Bernard-Summermatter, Ph.D.

Swiss Federal Office of Public Health

Head of Biosafety Unit

Schwarzenburgstrasse 165

3003 Bern

Fax: +41 (0) 31 322 47 49

Tel.: +41 (0) 31 323 31 06

e-mail:kathrin.bernard@bag.admin.ch
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Modular Laboratories
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Hello All

There has been discussions at my facility regarding the installation of

modular laboratories.  If any of you have had experiences with these types

of labs (positive or negative) that you would like to share, please respond

directly to me .

Thanks in advance

Joe

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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From:         "Dr. Bill Kournikakis" <bill.kournikakis@DRES.DND.CA>

Organization: Defence Research Establishment Suffield

Subject:      Re: Modular Laboratories
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"Joseph P. Kozlovac" wrote:

> There has been discussions at my facility regarding the installation of

> modular laboratories.  If any of you have had experiences with these types

> of labs (positive or negative) that you would like to share, please respond

> directly to me .

I would be interested in hearing more on this topic and there may be others on the

list interested as well. Perhaps respondants could post their replies directly to

the list.

> --

Bill Kournikakis, Ph.D.

Head/Preventive Medicine Group

Chemical and Biological Defence Section

Defence Research Establishment Suffield

phone: (403) 544-4631

fax:   (403) 544-3388

e-mail bill.kournikakis@dres.dnd.ca

"http://www.dres.dnd.ca"
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: classification of vaccine strains
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Kathrin -

At Aviron, we're in the business of developing viral vaccines.  All our

wild-type viruses are handled under containment conditions (Biosafety

Levels or BSLs) parallel to the Risk Group of the virus.  So, for example,

our wild-type flu viruses are all RG2 and handled under BSL2 conditions.

By the time you add in the cGMP requirements for commercial vaccine

production, a BSL2/GMP lab begins to look a lot like a BSL3 lab.  Another

consideration is the nature of your vaccine.  If you produce a killed

vaccine and your penetration rate is very, very low (as it should be), you

can probably drop containment requirements for the final product.  If your

vaccine is attenuated and live, you may wish to maintain containment more

because of the very large volumes you'll be handling than for any real risk

of disease following exposure.

For references, start with the Biosafety Resources link on the American

Biological Safety Assn. (ABSA) home page (http://www.absa.org) and with the

Health Canada biosafety page

(http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/hpb/lcdc/biosafty/index.html).  For GMP info (which

may vary from country to country), try a search on 21 CFR Parts 210 and 211

to start.  CFR = Code of Federal Regulations, the American regulatory

structure.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

=========================================================

At 05:35 PM 5/23/01 +0200, you wrote:

>Hi all

>could anybody tell me the classifictation of vaccine strains and what

>biosafety level is needed for the production of vaccines? We just started

>the discussion about this topic and it would be very helpful to me to know

>how do you handle this in US. I would be glad to get some references for

>this.

>Thanks in advance

>

>Kathrin Bernard

>

>********************************

>Kathrin Bernard-Summermatter, Ph.D.

>Swiss Federal Office of Public Health

>Head of Biosafety Unit

>Schwarzenburgstrasse 165

>3003 Bern

>Fax: +41 (0) 31 322 47 49

>Tel.: +41 (0) 31 323 31 06

>e-mail:kathrin.bernard@bag.admin.ch

>
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I was involved with the set-up on some of these units years ago. Of course

they are probably much better designed now than they were then but one draw

back that I saw was the lack of ability to maintain negative pressure

differentials in the labs. Being modular, they have inherit problems with

sealing. Like I said that has more than likely been rectified since the

early 90's. All-in-all, designers seem to like them as well as the PI's. The

PI's can make their space any way they want it within reason. Hope this

helps.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Joseph P. Kozlovac [mailto:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2001 10:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Modular Laboratories

Hello All

There has been discussions at my facility regarding the installation of

modular laboratories.  If any of you have had experiences with these types

of labs (positive or negative) that you would like to share, please respond

directly to me .

Thanks in advance

Joe

____________________________________________________________________________

__

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

____________________________________________________________________________

__

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 23 May 2001 14:00:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DRUMMOND, David" <DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Modular Laboratories

We had a small lab in the corner of a modular office about 5 years ago.

There were two bidders. Being a state agency, we got the low one. Lots of

problems with rain leaks at roof joints. Lots of problems with modular HVAC.

The architect was used to working with a general contractor and didn't know

how to work with a module vendor. I don't know how the high bidder would

have done, but the only thing worse than the low bidder were the places we

moved out of. ;-)  Butler-building-type construction set on a slab would

have eliminated most of the problems we dealt with because the roof and the

HVAC would have been sized to the building instead of to the size of a

single module.

Good luck,

Dave

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

David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

Director, Safety Department

University of Wisconsin--Madison

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

 -----Original Message-----

There has been discussions at my facility regarding the installation of

modular laboratories.  If any of you have had experiences with these types

of labs (positive or negative) that you would like to share, please respond

directly to me .

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 23 May 2001 16:33:35 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Thank you biosafty-- summary of responses to my question on safer

              cutting in research labs.
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I wrote to biosafty on 5/2 about a problem I've been having:

        I'm looking for a "safer" alternative to the use of a single-edge razor

blade.  We have been reviewing the use of sharps in research labs and have had

some success in convincing researchers that a safety scalpel with a retractable

blade is a great substitute for many applications {the Lark safety scalpel, from

Futura medical Corp. in Albequerque, NM; phone 800-631-0076 was well

        accepted). However,  there is a hard core group that will not give up

their razor blades. Apparently, the perfectly flat cutting surface is required,

and a scalpel blade is not an acceptable substitute.  Have any of you found a

disposable razor blade which has a handle of some sort?

I  got so many excellent suggestions that I haven't finished following up on all

of them.   Here is a quick summary:

1) I received great slides to add to my training program  from  Rob MacCormick

[SMTP:maccormi@bc.edu]

                I asked him if I could use the slides and share them with the

group-- he basically said--isn't that the point of biosafty?

 <<razorbladesbad.ppt>> He also advised presenting choices (see his last slide)

through an educational campaign.

2) Information on a very safe box-cutting tool was provided by Pete LeMay,

Physical Safety, Yale, relayed by [benjamin.fontes@yale.edu] . The Safety Cutter

S3 from Pacific Handy Cutter Inc. is described below;  I got free samples in the

mail today (right and left-handed) and they look and feel great. Phone: (714)

662-1033 or (800) 229-2233

        FAX:  (714) 662-7595

        Description:

        "It is basically a sheet rock style blade with a sheath in place over

the area where the blade is pushed out.  Only a very small portion of the blade

is exposed for cutting, and it has an "ergo" style handle for use.  We had a

couple of incidents awhile back and pushed these devices.  Thanks for the

reminder that we need to go back out after people for this issue. "

        :

        I would like to add that there is another good feature about this

product: if researchers like these, they will be to afford them. Cost: $6.15

each if 1-11 are purchased; $5.40 if 12-35 are purchased, etc....

3) Several people recommended a holder with retractable blades--Kathy Josef, who

also works in Boston, offered to bring one in from home to show me!  Apparently,

there have been a lot of improvements in these products since the last time I

scraped paint ( and myself).   The Purchasing Department here found a Stanley

razor blade scraper which allows blade retraction in the Fisher catalog; we have

requested samples to set up product evaluation by researchers.

4) Additional recommendations:

*       As an interim measure, if razor blades must be used for some

procedure--and immediate discard into a needlebucket cannot be accomplished

easily-- require discard into a Petri dish,urine cup, or similar container as a

collection device. The collection container is then placed into a needlebucket.

At least this is better than the practice of putting blades down on a surface

and then picking them up for discard.

*       A spatula used for weighing out chemicals can be used to cut out gel

bands when pressed down horizontally against the gel.  The difficulty is in

getting staff to try it, but apparently, one group does this successfullly and

safely. (sounds great--spatulas are too blunt to cut skin).

*       A  pizza cutter is used to cut out gel bands at one major pharmaceutical

company...I can't wait to try that one out.

*       One person described an application where single-edged surgical blades

{these are larger than razor blades} were required and staff routinely erred by

picking up the wrong side.  This problem was solved by marking the surgical

blades on the "safe" side with a majic marker while they were still in the box;

this reduced lacerations in the group because it became more obvious which side

should be used to pick up the blade.

There will be a few procedures where staff will require a single-use razor

blade; I am still looking for a single-edge, single-use blade with a plastic

handle attached. One biosafty reader recommended that I try hardwarde/tool

supply catalogs for this type of product; I will try that next.  Another

recommendation I received : use of an Exacto knife, since it has a handle.  I

just don't know how difficult it is to change the blade... but we will get some

and try that idea out, too.

Thanks again for all of your help my cutting-edge problems!

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

------_=_NextPart_000_01C0E3C7.A3FD2FD0
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Hello All, =

I am interested in knowing if any of your are implenting any special

prion-precautions in your medical school gross anatomy classes.  Our

instructor drills open all the cadaver skulls using a HEPA vacuum.  Howev=

er,

the students cut and disect the spinal cord and nervous system tissue.

The brains are fixed in a formalehyde/ethylene glycol solution.

Thanks,

Lindsey

Lindsey Kayman, CIH, Campus Safety Manger

UMDNJ-EOHSS

  675 Hoes Lane, Tr 1

  Piscataway, NJ 08854

  (732) 235-4058

  fax: (732) 235-5270

____________________________________________________________________

Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A1
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Posted on the APIC web site:

FDA NEWS DIGEST -- May 21, 2001

FDA OKs Combo Vaccine for Hepatitis A and B -- With Twinrix, a new vaccine

that combines two existing ones, people at high risk for Hepatitis A and B

can be immunized against both diseases at the same time.

http://www.fda.gov/bbs/topics/ANSWERS/2001/ANS01084.html

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)
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Subject:      Commissioning and Certifying BSL3
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The University of Hawaii has completed it construction of a BSL-3 facility

and is now going through the "commissioning and certifying phase."

Basically, NIH was the grantor and stated that they need not come out to

"inspect" the facility.  CDC also does not need to "inspect" since no

select agent will be used.

According to the BMBL BSL-3 Item 15, "...The facility must be tested

for verification that the design and operational parameters have been

met prior to operation..."  The question is, are the below parameters

required for certification.

        Room pressure decay

        Ductwork pressure decay

        HEPA filter certification (exhaust, supply)

        BSC certification

        Autoclave certification

        Confirmation of directional airflow

Second question: do you know of vendors that can do these test. There are

no local vendor, would prefer West Coast listing.

Mahalo,

Hubert B. Olipares, MS, RBP

Biological Safety Officer

University of Hawaii

Environmental Health and Safety Office

2040 East-West Road

Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2022

Telephone:              808-956-3197

Fax:                    808-956-3205

Biosafety Prgm. E-mail: biosafe@hawaii.edu
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We are in the process of closing down and demolishing laboratories for the =

purpose of constructing BSL-3 facilities.  I too would like to get your =

input on this question.

Joan

Joan deVastey, HP/IH

Environmental Health and Safety,

Temple University

3307 N. Broad Street, Room B-49

Philadelphia, PA 19140

215-707-0106; 215-707-1600 (fax)

devastey@mail.temple.edu

>>> olipares@HAWAII.EDU 05/24/01 02:43PM >>>

The University of Hawaii has completed it construction of a BSL-3 facility

and is now going through the "commissioning and certifying phase."

Basically, NIH was the grantor and stated that they need not come out to

"inspect" the facility.  CDC also does not need to "inspect" since no

select agent will be used.

According to the BMBL BSL-3 Item 15, "...The facility must be tested

for verification that the design and operational parameters have been

met prior to operation..."  The question is, are the below parameters

required for certification.

        Room pressure decay

        Ductwork pressure decay

        HEPA filter certification (exhaust, supply)

        BSC certification

        Autoclave certification

        Confirmation of directional airflow

Second question: do you know of vendors that can do these test. There are

no local vendor, would prefer West Coast listing.

Mahalo,

Hubert B. Olipares, MS, RBP

Biological Safety Officer

University of Hawaii

Environmental Health and Safety Office

2040 East-West Road

Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2022

Telephone:              808-956-3197

Fax:                    808-956-3205

Biosafety Prgm. E-mail: biosafe@hawaii.edu
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Unfortunately, the U.S. does not have unified certification standards for

Level 3 laboratories. Basically, you are on your own to identify the proper

tests and criteria, based on what others have done in the past and what you

would like to see. An excellent review on this subject was written by

Esmeralda Party (et al) titled "Certification of Biosafety Level 3 (BSL3)

Facilities" and published in the Journal of the American Biological Safety

Association in 1996 (Vol 1 page 26-51). If you are looking for specific

tests and criteria consult our friends in Canada. "Agriculture and Agri-Food

Canada" as well as "Health Canada" have specific design and test criteria

for Level 3.

Hope this helps.

Stefan

Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

Michigan State University

C-126 Research Complex Engineering

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone: (517) 355-6503

Fax: (517) 353-4871

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Joan Devastey

Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2001 3:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Commissioning and Certifying BSL3

We are in the process of closing down and demolishing laboratories for the

purpose of constructing BSL-3 facilities.  I too would like to get your

input on this question.

Joan

Joan deVastey, HP/IH

Environmental Health and Safety,

Temple University

3307 N. Broad Street, Room B-49

Philadelphia, PA 19140

215-707-0106; 215-707-1600 (fax)

devastey@mail.temple.edu

>>> olipares@HAWAII.EDU 05/24/01 02:43PM >>>

The University of Hawaii has completed it construction of a BSL-3 facility

and is now going through the "commissioning and certifying phase."

Basically, NIH was the grantor and stated that they need not come out to

"inspect" the facility.  CDC also does not need to "inspect" since no

select agent will be used.

According to the BMBL BSL-3 Item 15, "...The facility must be tested

for verification that the design and operational parameters have been

met prior to operation..."  The question is, are the below parameters

required for certification.

        Room pressure decay

        Ductwork pressure decay

        HEPA filter certification (exhaust, supply)

        BSC certification

        Autoclave certification

        Confirmation of directional airflow

Second question: do you know of vendors that can do these test. There are

no local vendor, would prefer West Coast listing.

Mahalo,

Hubert B. Olipares, MS, RBP

Biological Safety Officer

University of Hawaii

Environmental Health and Safety Office

2040 East-West Road

Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2022

Telephone:              808-956-3197

Fax:                    808-956-3205

Biosafety Prgm. E-mail: biosafe@hawaii.edu
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DAVID, YOU MIGHT HAVE GOT A VIRUS

I received your message about 80 times

All the best

Hans-Peter

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of DRUMMOND, David

Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2001 9:01 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Modular Laboratories

We had a small lab in the corner of a modular office about 5 years ago.

There were two bidders. Being a state agency, we got the low one. Lots of

problems with rain leaks at roof joints. Lots of problems with modular HVAC.

The architect was used to working with a general contractor and didn't know

how to work with a module vendor. I don't know how the high bidder would

have done, but the only thing worse than the low bidder were the places we

moved out of. ;-)  Butler-building-type construction set on a slab would

have eliminated most of the problems we dealt with because the roof and the

HVAC would have been sized to the building instead of to the size of a

single module.

Good luck,

Dave

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

David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

Director, Safety Department

University of Wisconsin--Madison

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

 -----Original Message-----

There has been discussions at my facility regarding the installation of

modular laboratories.  If any of you have had experiences with these types

of labs (positive or negative) that you would like to share, please respond

directly to me .
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Hi Kyle, YOU MIGHT HAVE GOT A VIRUS

I received your message about 80 times

All the best

Hans-Peter

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Kyle Boyett

Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2001 6:27 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Modular Laboratories

I was involved with the set-up on some of these units years ago. Of course

they are probably much better designed now than they were then but one draw

back that I saw was the lack of ability to maintain negative pressure

differentials in the labs. Being modular, they have inherit problems with

sealing. Like I said that has more than likely been rectified since the

early 90's. All-in-all, designers seem to like them as well as the PI's. The

PI's can make their space any way they want it within reason. Hope this

helps.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Joseph P. Kozlovac [mailto:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, May 23, 2001 10:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Modular Laboratories

Hello All

There has been discussions at my facility regarding the installation of

modular laboratories.  If any of you have had experiences with these types

of labs (positive or negative) that you would like to share, please respond

directly to me .

Thanks in advance

Joe

____________________________________________________________________________

__

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

____________________________________________________________________________

__
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Organization: EH&S

Subject:      adenoviral vector/animal containment
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We have a proposal for use of a replication deficient (E1-, E3- deleted)

adenovirus in a revascularization study in pigs. (It's the same

construct that's been used

in human gene therapy trials.)  We've seen this here in smaller animals

where

they can be housed in our containment facility with filter top cages and

dumping stations.

Obviously this won't work for pigs.  Has anyone else been through this

and if

so what type of caveats beyond barrier protection (surgical mask, eye

protection, gloves, disposable gowns, etc.) were deemed appropriate for

husbandry personnel.

A paper accompanying the proposal noted, in a similar pig model, gene

expression at disseminated body sites but stated that test animals

showed no

vector-associated signs of pathology.  This seems to be a  fairly common

result but does anyone have any data on the actual shedding into the

environment of intact vector.

Thanks

Paul Rubock

--------------4722EA8D213CA9171CE39D1E

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;12720

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------4722EA8D213CA9171CE39D1E--
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Date:         Tue, 29 May 2001 07:55:32 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "richard d. johnston" <rdjohnst@FACSTAFF.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OSHA Guidelines that address patients with onychomycosis

              (nail fungus)

In-Reply-To:  <3B02DC70.DC41F5B9@slu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

So whats the worry, nail fungus isn't contagious it only grows on nails...

only OSHA concern would be nusiance dust at 15mg/m3 per 8 hour day.

At 03:00 PM 5/16/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Anyone have experience working with dermatophytic fungi?  Have an

>outpatient clinic exam room where patients with onychomycosis (nail

>fungus) will come in and undergo debridement of the thick nails.  We are

>worried about airborne particulates.  Besides wearing a mask and having

>a vacuum on the high speed drill/sander, what other precautions are

>required and/or recommended by OSHA?  We are considering using a

>portable floor filter that cycles the room air 6 times/hour or even

>venting the room to the outside.

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark Campbell, M.S.

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

>1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 577-8608

>campbem@slu.edu

Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

University Health Services

University of Wisconsin-Madison
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      CDC Select Agent Forms on the WWW
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    Your      CDC Select Agent Forms on the WWW

    document

    :

    was       Christina Z Thompson/AM/LLY

    received

    by:

    at:       05/29/2001 09:04:09 AM
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ben Owens <bowens@UNR.EDU>

Subject:      HBV Vaccination and Cell Culture Work
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              boundary="------------0604EF180758035D08E0E348"

--------------0604EF180758035D08E0E348

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

When working with cultured cells of human origin, my understanding is

that unless the cells have been characterized to be free of recognized

bloodborne pathogens, the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard must be followed

(including the HBV vaccination, I assume).  Are other institutions

offering the HBV vaccination to

laboratory personnel who are only using human cells not originating from

the liver?  Is there evidence of HBV in non liver cells?  Does anyone

know of the regulatory expectation for providing HBV vaccination to

people using non liver human cells?

Assuming the HBV vaccination were offered, a person working in the lab

with such cells for 3-4 months would not have time to complete the three

shot series.  Is it reasonable to start the HBV vaccination series for

such individuals (again, regulatory interpretation)?  What efficacy is

provided by only the first or second

immunization shot?

Thanks for entertaining my many questions!

Ben

--

Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

University of Nevada, Reno

Environmental Health and Safety Department, MS 328

Reno, NV 89557

(775) 327-5196

(775) 784-4553 fax

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 29 May 2001 13:41:52 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <lindseykayman@USA.NET>

Subject:      Occupational HIV - lab workers

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello,

According to http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1201/table17.htm, 16 clinic=

al

laboratory workers and 3 non-clinical laboratory workers have documented

occupational transmission of HIV since the CDC started collecting this in=

fo. =

Does anyone have details of the incidents that caused these conversions? =

 I

would like to include this info in BBP training for lab personnel.

Thanks very much!

Lindsey Kayman

Lindsey Kayman, CIH

UMDNJ

(732) 235-4058

____________________________________________________________________

Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A1
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: HBV Vaccination and Cell Culture Work

In-Reply-To:  <3B13D17F.B993487D@unr.edu>
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              boundary="=====================_365711875==_.ALT"
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>

>Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

>University of Nevada, Reno

>

>

At 11:42 AM 05/29/01 -0500, you wrote:

>When working with cultured cells of human origin, my understanding is that

>unless the cells have been characterized to be free of recognized

>bloodborne pathogens, the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard must be followed

>(including the HBV vaccination, I assume).  Are other institutions

>offering the HBV vaccination to

>laboratory personnel who are only using human cells not originating from

>the liver?  Is there evidence of HBV in non liver cells?  Does anyone know

>of the regulatory expectation for providing HBV vaccination to people

>using non liver human cells?

OSHA does not exempt cultured human cell lines UNLESS they are shown to be

free of all human bloodborne pathogens.  Since the list of potential

pathogens is rather long, I know of no place that will certify this nor do

any or our investigators want to go thru the expense of certifying

this.  Thus, all personnel who work with ANY human cells are enrolled in

BBP training and get the HBV vaccination as required by OSHA.  OSHA

requires offer of free HBV vaccination whenever an employee has potential

workplace exposure to blood and other potentially infectious materials

(that includes all human cell lines).  You can check the OSHA website

(www.osha.gov) for details (they have an extensive compliance directive page).

>Assuming the HBV vaccination were offered, a person working in the lab

>with such cells for 3-4 months would not have time to complete the three

>shot series.  Is it reasonable to start the HBV vaccination series for

>such individuals (again, regulatory interpretation)?  What efficacy is

>provided by only the first or second

>immunization shot?

I think the first shot gives around 30-50% protection, the second brings it

up around 70%, the third 80-90%.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: HBV Vaccination and Cell Culture Work

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

OSHA will not ask what human cell is being worked on, just if it is human

or not. Once the initial level of exposure is meet, the entire standard

must be complied with. OSHA will require that training is completed before

the initial occupational exposure incident (first work with cells), and the

HBV initial shot within 10 days. OSHA makes no exceptions for temporary

workers, or short term employment for this or most other standards. Its a

YES/NO issue, not a shade of gray.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 29 May 2001 14:04:52 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Giles, Carol A." <cgiles@ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: patients with onychomycosis (nail fungus)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The response below sounds far too flippant.  I am not familiar with this

particular fungus, but knowing about opportunistic pathogens, I would

recommend minimizing dusts, aerosols, etc. and avoid inhaling any of it.  I

have known several people who have tried for years to get rid of nail fungal

infections, so they are not a trifling matter.  In nature, one does not find

the fungus in the form of high speed, concentrated particulates which may

gain better access to the lungs.

Carol A. Giles, MPH, CIH, (and MT(ASCP))

Industrial Hygienist/Safety Specialist

Argonne National Laboratory

9700 S. Cass Ave., Bldg. 200

Argonne, IL 60439

email: cgiles@anl.gov

(630) 252-3427

-----Original Message-----

From: richard d. johnston [mailto:rdjohnst@FACSTAFF.WISC.EDU]

Sent: May 29, 2001 7:56 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: OSHA Guidelines that address patients with onychomycosis

(nail fungus)

So whats the worry, nail fungus isn't contagious it only grows on nails...

only OSHA concern would be nusiance dust at 15mg/m3 per 8 hour day.

At 03:00 PM 5/16/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Anyone have experience working with dermatophytic fungi?  Have an

>outpatient clinic exam room where patients with onychomycosis (nail

>fungus) will come in and undergo debridement of the thick nails.  We are

>worried about airborne particulates.  Besides wearing a mask and having

>a vacuum on the high speed drill/sander, what other precautions are

>required and/or recommended by OSHA?  We are considering using a

>portable floor filter that cycles the room air 6 times/hour or even

>venting the room to the outside.

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark Campbell, M.S.

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

>1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 577-8608

>campbem@slu.edu

Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

University Health Services

University of Wisconsin-Madison
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Lefkin, Howard" <Howard.Lefkin@STATE.MA.US>

Subject:      Serum Sampling

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I'm interested in finding out what various institutions are doing with

respect to baseline serum collection.  I'd appreciate hearing why or why not

serum collection is performed at your places.  Also, if it is being done,

what group of employees are involved.

Many Thanks,

Howard

Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

305 South Street

Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210

email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 29 May 2001 09:55:21 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Occupational HIV - lab workers

In-Reply-To:  <20010529174152.17362.qmail@aw162.netaddress.usa.net>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Lindsey,

        I believe I have read of some of these in the preamble to the Bloodborne Pathogens Standard.  May want to try searching the OSHA web page.  Hope all is well...

Tom

At 01:41 PM 5/29/01 EDT, you wrote:

>Hello,

>

>According to http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1201/table17.htm, 16 clinical

>laboratory workers and 3 non-clinical laboratory workers have documented

>occupational transmission of HIV since the CDC started collecting this info.

>

>

>Does anyone have details of the incidents that caused these conversions?  I

>would like to include this info in BBP training for lab personnel.

>

>Thanks very much!

>

>Lindsey Kayman

>

>

>Lindsey Kayman, CIH

>UMDNJ

>(732) 235-4058

>

>

>____________________________________________________________________

>Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=1

>

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.
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Date:         Tue, 29 May 2001 14:45:33 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dianne Fightmaster <dfightmaster@MAIL.MDANDERSON.ORG>

Subject:      Sharps disposal from BL3 lab

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

How do your institutions handle the disposal of sharps containers from BL3 labs?

Everything is supposed to be decontaminated before removal, is the sharps

plastic container autoclavable or will it melt and make a mess with

decontaminated sharps exposure potential?  Do you bag and place in biohazard box

for incineration?

I would appreciate any advice you can offer.

Dianne Fightmaster

UT MD Anderson Cancer Center

Biosafety Spec

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 29 May 2001 16:00:48 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Occupational HIV - lab workers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

The details on 94 exposure incidents which resulted in occupational HIV

infection are also in: Ippolito et.al. 1999. Occupational Human

Immunodeficiency Virus Infection in Health Care Workers: Worldwide Cases

through September 1997. Clinical Infectious Diseases 28:365-83.

I can mail out copies if you don't have access to this journal;  just send

requests to my personal e-mail.

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Thomas Goob [SMTP:tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG]

> Sent: Tuesday, May 29, 2001 3:55 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Occupational HIV - lab workers

>

> Lindsey,

>         I believe I have read of some of these in the preamble to the

> Bloodborne Pathogens Standard.  May want to try searching the OSHA web

> page.  Hope all is well...

>

>

> Tom

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

> At 01:41 PM 5/29/01 EDT, you wrote:

> >Hello,

> >

> >According to http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1201/table17.htm, 16

> clinical

> >laboratory workers and 3 non-clinical laboratory workers have documented

> >occupational transmission of HIV since the CDC started collecting this

> info.

> >

> >

> >Does anyone have details of the incidents that caused these conversions?

> I

> >would like to include this info in BBP training for lab personnel.

> >

> >Thanks very much!

> >

> >Lindsey Kayman

> >

> >

> >Lindsey Kayman, CIH

> >UMDNJ

> >(732) 235-4058

> >

> >

> >____________________________________________________________________

> >Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=1

> >

>     |  |

>     |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

>    /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

>   /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

>  /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

> |          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

>  \________/

>  DIAGNOSTIC

>  LABORATORY

> SERVICES,INC.
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Date:         Wed, 30 May 2001 08:03:01 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Sharps disposal from BL3 lab

In-Reply-To:  <86256A5B.006C76A8.00@utm-notesob1.mdacc.tmc.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We found that a plastic sharps bin withstood autoclaving. However it may

depend on the brand of sharps container that is used in your institution. I

recommend that you test an empty one by placing it in a metal bin for

autoclaving before you do it for real. If all is well, you need to insist

that the purchasing department do not switch suppliers without testing a

samples from new prospective suppliers first.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Dianne Fightmaster

> Sent: 29 May 2001 20:46

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Sharps disposal from BL3 lab

>

>

> How do your institutions handle the disposal of sharps containers

> from BL3 labs?

> Everything is supposed to be decontaminated before removal, is the sharps

> plastic container autoclavable or will it melt and make a mess with

> decontaminated sharps exposure potential?  Do you bag and place

> in biohazard box

> for incineration?

>

> I would appreciate any advice you can offer.

>

> Dianne Fightmaster

> UT MD Anderson Cancer Center

> Biosafety Spec

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         LouAnn Burnett <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Occupational HIV Infections

In-Reply-To:  <200105300437.XAA08848@smtp3.mail.vanderbilt.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
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Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

For U.S. exposures, I refer to the semi-annual publication HIV/AIDS

Surveillance Report from the CDC, which can be found at

http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasrlink.HTM.  There's usually a table in the

report about occupational exposures, for example, in the most recent report

(mid-year 2000), it's Table 17.  You can subscribe to an email listserver

that will notify you when the new report is out.

LouAnn C. Burnett, M.S.

Biosafety Program Manager/Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, TN

615-322-2057 Department Phone

615-322-0927 Direct Line/Voice Mail

615-343-4951 Fax

www.safety.vanderbilt.edu/biocommittee.htm
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "richard d. johnston" <rdjohnst@FACSTAFF.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: patients with onychomycosis (nail fungus)

In-Reply-To:  <BC9CD0D92ED9D411AB2000E08110104D3CB79E@exchange.anl.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

One of the most interesting fields of study I have had the opportunity to

experience is that of Medical Mycology; this is the study of molds which

affect human health. One of the outcomes of this study was my "far to

flippant" response to the question on onchomycosis. Molds are far less

likely to cause human health problems than bacteria and virii; hence my

"far too flippant" response... How we as health, safety or biosafety

professionals respond to misinformation is extremely important and it is

even more important that we continue to educate ourselves so that we too do

not fall victim to misconceptions being heaped upon the general public. To

make the assumption that fungal particles that cause onychomycosis, might

be a health hazard if they enter the lungs is grossly incorrect and

contributes to the fungal scare. I will not agree to my remark being

flippant, but I will readily acknowledge that my response was blunt and

intended to be so. There is so much information available in this field and

a little research will certainly reveal the minimal risk associated with

this issue.

Here's to the practice of Risk Assessment based upon fact.

At 02:04 PM 5/29/01 -0500, you wrote:

>The response below sounds far too flippant.  I am not familiar with this

>particular fungus, but knowing about opportunistic pathogens, I would

>recommend minimizing dusts, aerosols, etc. and avoid inhaling any of it.  I

>have known several people who have tried for years to get rid of nail fungal

>infections, so they are not a trifling matter.  In nature, one does not find

>the fungus in the form of high speed, concentrated particulates which may

>gain better access to the lungs.

>

>Carol A. Giles, MPH, CIH, (and MT(ASCP))

>Industrial Hygienist/Safety Specialist

>Argonne National Laboratory

>9700 S. Cass Ave., Bldg. 200

>Argonne, IL 60439

>email: cgiles@anl.gov

>(630) 252-3427

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: richard d. johnston [mailto:rdjohnst@FACSTAFF.WISC.EDU]

>Sent: May 29, 2001 7:56 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: OSHA Guidelines that address patients with onychomycosis

>(nail fungus)

>

>

>So whats the worry, nail fungus isn't contagious it only grows on nails...

>only OSHA concern would be nusiance dust at 15mg/m3 per 8 hour day.

>At 03:00 PM 5/16/01 -0500, you wrote:

> >Anyone have experience working with dermatophytic fungi?  Have an

> >outpatient clinic exam room where patients with onychomycosis (nail

> >fungus) will come in and undergo debridement of the thick nails.  We are

> >worried about airborne particulates.  Besides wearing a mask and having

> >a vacuum on the high speed drill/sander, what other precautions are

> >required and/or recommended by OSHA?  We are considering using a

> >portable floor filter that cycles the room air 6 times/hour or even

> >venting the room to the outside.

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark Campbell, M.S.

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

> >1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

>Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

>University Health Services

>University of Wisconsin-Madison

Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

University Health Services

University of Wisconsin-Madison
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         LouAnn Burnett <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Ehrlichia chaffeensis

In-Reply-To:  <NEBBJFGDIMKFNDHKEJMKMEKFCDAA.louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Has anyone out there established biosafety protocols for handling Ehrlichia

chaffeensis or other ehrlichial agents?  I have an infectious disease doctor

who wants to isolate and cultivate these critters from patient sera.  The

BMBL recommends BSL3 for manipulations of cultures of other rickettsial

agents, including other tick-borne agents.  Does Ehrlichia warrant the same

level of concern?  Any help would be greatly appreciated.  None of my usual

reference sources (Principles and Practices of Infectious Diseases, various

refs culled from MDConsult and MedLine) are particularly enlightening.

Please reply to me directly (louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu) since I get the

digest form of BIOSAFTY and won't see your answer until the next day if you

send to the list.

Thanks as always for the excellent help!!  LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, M.S.

Biosafety Program Manager/Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, TN

615-322-2057 Department Phone

615-322-0927 Direct Line/Voice Mail

615-343-4951 Fax

www.safety.vanderbilt.edu/biocommittee.htm
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>Mr. Johnston:

>

>Have you the opportunity to see the mold scare in practice?  We are

>located at 10 ft. amsl and we have old buildings with basements.  Damp

>basements.  No mechanical HVAC.  Last set of residents were in there =

for

>17 yrs.  Less than perfect cleaning.  Mold.

>

>It was growing up the drywall and across the carpet (and on books and

>bookcases).

>

>We did a cursory look at the mold....nothing exciting.

>

>Noticed water seeping into the room with the worst case mold.....hmm, =

I

>wonder if water seeping in provide one of the essential elements for =

mold?

>

>maybe if we got rid of the water......nah....we went and did $$$ of IH

>work on all levels for mold and bacteria.

>

>Hopefully, we will attack the water issue this summer....

>

>The mold/cancer scare here was unbelievable.  And I could not convince

>them that mold does not cause cancer....

>

>fight the good fight for good science....I am reluctant to believe much =

of

>what is reported on the "safety" list serves....almost all is

>anecdotal....and was it not anecdotes that caused humans to found the

>fields of science....

>

>that said, are we sure that nail mold pieces in wet, dark lungs cannot =

grow?

>

>enjoy,

>Norm

>>> "richard d. johnston" <rdjohnst@FACSTAFF.WISC.EDU> 05/30 8:50 AM >>>

One of the most interesting fields of study I have had the opportunity to

experience is that of Medical Mycology; this is the study of molds which

affect human health. One of the outcomes of this study was my "far to

flippant" response to the question on onchomycosis. Molds are far less

likely to cause human health problems than bacteria and virii; hence my

"far too flippant" response... How we as health, safety or biosafety

professionals respond to misinformation is extremely important and it is

even more important that we continue to educate ourselves so that we too =

do

not fall victim to misconceptions being heaped upon the general public. To

make the assumption that fungal particles that cause onychomycosis, might

be a health hazard if they enter the lungs is grossly incorrect and

contributes to the fungal scare. I will not agree to my remark being

flippant, but I will readily acknowledge that my response was blunt and

intended to be so. There is so much information available in this field =

and

a little research will certainly reveal the minimal risk associated with

this issue.

Here's to the practice of Risk Assessment based upon fact.

At 02:04 PM 5/29/01 -0500, you wrote:

>The response below sounds far too flippant.  I am not familiar with this

>particular fungus, but knowing about opportunistic pathogens, I would

>recommend minimizing dusts, aerosols, etc. and avoid inhaling any of it.  =

I

>have known several people who have tried for years to get rid of nail =

fungal

>infections, so they are not a trifling matter.  In nature, one does not =

find

>the fungus in the form of high speed, concentrated particulates which may

>gain better access to the lungs.

>

>Carol A. Giles, MPH, CIH, (and MT(ASCP))

>Industrial Hygienist/Safety Specialist

>Argonne National Laboratory

>9700 S. Cass Ave., Bldg. 200

>Argonne, IL 60439

>email: cgiles@anl.gov

>(630) 252-3427

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: richard d. johnston [mailto:rdjohnst@FACSTAFF.WISC.EDU]

>Sent: May 29, 2001 7:56 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: OSHA Guidelines that address patients with onychomycosis

>(nail fungus)

>

>

>So whats the worry, nail fungus isn't contagious it only grows on =

nails...

>only OSHA concern would be nusiance dust at 15mg/m3 per 8 hour day.

>At 03:00 PM 5/16/01 -0500, you wrote:

> >Anyone have experience working with dermatophytic fungi?  Have an

> >outpatient clinic exam room where patients with onychomycosis (nail

> >fungus) will come in and undergo debridement of the thick nails.  We =

are

> >worried about airborne particulates.  Besides wearing a mask and having

> >a vacuum on the high speed drill/sander, what other precautions are

> >required and/or recommended by OSHA?  We are considering using a

> >portable floor filter that cycles the room air 6 times/hour or even

> >venting the room to the outside.

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark Campbell, M.S.

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

> >1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

>Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

>University Health Services

>University of Wisconsin-Madison

Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

University Health Services

University of Wisconsin-Madison
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Hello

Do any of you know where we can purchase fresh blood (approx 400ml

weekly) in the Boston/Cambridge Massachusetts area?  We are a small

facility so our supply of volunteer employees is very small.

Thanks for the help.

Ron

Ronald K. Amoling II, MS, MBA

Senior Environmental Health & Safety Coordinator

Aventis Pharmaceuticals, Cambridge Genomics Center

26 Landsdowne Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

email: ronald.amoling@aventis.com

phone: 617-768-4043
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Dear all,

I am curious about whether or not any of your IBC Committees review

protocols in which toxins from living organisms are being used. For

example, aflatoxin. I am not interested  in the organism, Aspergillus,

just working with the toxin itself.

Thank you for your input.

Sue Souder

Susan Souder, M.S., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Thomas Jefferson University

215-503-7422
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We register and review protocols using pathogens, toxins, oncogenes and of

course rDNA.

At 03:56 PM 5/30/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Dear all,

>I am curious about whether or not any of your IBC Committees review

>protocols in which toxins from living organisms are being used. For

>example, aflatoxin. I am not interested  in the organism, Aspergillus,

>just working with the toxin itself.

>Thank you for your input.

>Sue Souder

>

>Susan Souder, M.S., CBSP

>Biosafety Officer

>Thomas Jefferson University

>215-503-7422

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Susan,

Our IBC currently reviews all protocols where a biohazard is being used

which posses a  health risk for personnel.  This includes microorganisms,

natural and synthetic toxins and recombinant DNA work.  FYI, Appendix I in

the BMBL has guidelines for work with toxins of biological origin.

Hope this helps,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

Susan Souder wrote:

> Dear all,

> I am curious about whether or not any of your IBC Committees review

> protocols in which toxins from living organisms are being used. For

> example, aflatoxin. I am not interested  in the organism, Aspergillus,

> just working with the toxin itself.

> Thank you for your input.

> Sue Souder

>

> Susan Souder, M.S., CBSP

> Biosafety Officer

> Thomas Jefferson University

> 215-503-7422
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Subject:      Re: Sharps disposal from BL3 lab
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Sharps get disposed by autoclaving in a pass-through autoclave

from our BL3 lab.  Keep in mind, though, we also autoclave

sharps boxes from other labs (BL2) which handle infectious

materials involving sharps.

Our employees haven't reported any problems with autoclaving

these boxes.

I would suggest that your purchasing department make

"autoclaveability" a requirement for sharps purchased for any

micro lab which will need to decon sharps waste.

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do You Yahoo!?

Get personalized email addresses from Yahoo! Mail - only $35

a year!  http://personal.mail.yahoo.com/
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Dear Richard,

Could you please ask your system administrator to stop sending this e-mail

as it has been recieved by Hans-Peter Weiss over 300 times. I have shutdown

our mail server several times thinking it was our end and deleted and

rebuilt his e-mail account so I am starting to believe your e-mail server is

sending this message repeatedly because it believes the e-mail has not been

recieved.  Please have your system administrator cancel the e-mail.

Thanks for your assistance,

Deanne Munro

IT Manager

Bavarian Nordic GmbH
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My questions concern a project in which our scientists are planning to

separate NK T-cells from human blood, and then expand them for 2-3 weeks in

culture.  In order to grow, these cells, they need "feeders" in the media.

To accomplish this, they are planning to irradiate the undesired cells and

put them into the culture as feeders.  When the company is at the point to

start a clinical trial, these expanded cells will be re-infused into the

same patient from which they were taken.  We have the following concerns:

1)  If the patient has a viral infection (i.e. HIV) when their blood is

drawn, could irradiating the cells create an altered "super-virus"?, and

2)  Are there established conditions for irradiation (time and power) that

are considered safe for re-infusion into humans?

Thank you,

Christina Dillard

Christina Dillard

Health & Safety Specialist

Antigenics, Inc.

www.antigenics.com
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repeat of this mail # 98 today

I don't know what to do

Hans-Peter

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of richard d. johnston

Sent: Tuesday, May 29, 2001 2:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: OSHA Guidelines that address patients with onychomycosis

(nail fungus)

So whats the worry, nail fungus isn't contagious it only grows on nails...

only OSHA concern would be nusiance dust at 15mg/m3 per 8 hour day.

At 03:00 PM 5/16/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Anyone have experience working with dermatophytic fungi?  Have an

>outpatient clinic exam room where patients with onychomycosis (nail

>fungus) will come in and undergo debridement of the thick nails.  We are

>worried about airborne particulates.  Besides wearing a mask and having

>a vacuum on the high speed drill/sander, what other precautions are

>required and/or recommended by OSHA?  We are considering using a

>portable floor filter that cycles the room air 6 times/hour or even

>venting the room to the outside.

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark Campbell, M.S.

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

>1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 577-8608

>campbem@slu.edu

Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

University Health Services

University of Wisconsin-Madison
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-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of richard d. johnston

Sent: Tuesday, May 29, 2001 2:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: OSHA Guidelines that address patients with onychomycosis

(nail fungus)

So whats the worry, nail fungus isn't contagious it only grows on nails...

only OSHA concern would be nusiance dust at 15mg/m3 per 8 hour day.

At 03:00 PM 5/16/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Anyone have experience working with dermatophytic fungi?  Have an

>outpatient clinic exam room where patients with onychomycosis (nail

>fungus) will come in and undergo debridement of the thick nails.  We are

>worried about airborne particulates.  Besides wearing a mask and having

>a vacuum on the high speed drill/sander, what other precautions are

>required and/or recommended by OSHA?  We are considering using a

>portable floor filter that cycles the room air 6 times/hour or even

>venting the room to the outside.

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark Campbell, M.S.

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

>1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 577-8608

>campbem@slu.edu

Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

University Health Services

University of Wisconsin-Madison

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 1 Jun 2001 08:21:27 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Christina:

1)  If the patient has a viral infection (i.e. HIV) when their blood is

drawn, could irradiating the cells create an altered "super-virus"?, and

Speaking off the top of my head, without the benefit of any scientific

references or sources, I would think that unlikely.  If the cells will be

used in a clinical trial, the FDA will require testing for viruses, such as

HIV, HBV, and HCV, before the cells may be certified for infusion.

2)  Are there established conditions for irradiation (time and power) that

are considered safe for re-infusion into humans?

The FDA requires that irradiated cells used for infusion be demonstrated to

be proliferation incompetent.  The investigator will have to irradiate the

desired number of cells at a desired dose and demonstrate that there is no

colony formation in a colony formation assay.

I realize that my answers derive from an FDA point of view.  Perhaps someone

else can provide the OSHA point of view.

Thank you,

Christina Dillard

Christina Dillard

Health & Safety Specialist

Antigenics, Inc.

www.antigenics.com
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Irradiating cells only to the point that they are non-proliferating is

unlikely to kill viruses.  The irradiation needed to prevent replication is

roughly inversely proportional to genome size, and the human genome is many

orders of magnitude larger than any virus.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Daniel Shawler

> Sent: Friday, June 01, 2001 11:21 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: irradiating cells

>

>

> Christina:

>

> 1)  If the patient has a viral infection (i.e. HIV) when their blood is

> drawn, could irradiating the cells create an altered "super-virus"?, and

>

> Speaking off the top of my head, without the benefit of any scientific

> references or sources, I would think that unlikely.  If the cells will be

> used in a clinical trial, the FDA will require testing for

> viruses, such as

> HIV, HBV, and HCV, before the cells may be certified for infusion.

>

> 2)  Are there established conditions for irradiation (time and power) that

> are considered safe for re-infusion into humans?

>

> The FDA requires that irradiated cells used for infusion be

> demonstrated to

> be proliferation incompetent.  The investigator will have to irradiate the

> desired number of cells at a desired dose and demonstrate that there is no

> colony formation in a colony formation assay.

>

> I realize that my answers derive from an FDA point of view.

> Perhaps someone

> else can provide the OSHA point of view.

>

> Thank you,

> Christina Dillard

>

>

> Christina Dillard

> Health & Safety Specialist

> Antigenics, Inc.

> www.antigenics.com

>
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Dick Kruse died suddenly Thursday afternoon.

If you want to express your condolences the funeral home has a website

(www.johnsonsfuneralhome.com) where you can do so.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu
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We do blood-borne pathogen training and offer the Hep B shots.

The shots are given by our University Health services. We keep a list of

those who attended the training.

Now my question is: Is the safety office supposed to keep track of who

received the shots and who declined? When I asked Health services, they

said that it may be confidential information.

Is the OSHA requirement fulfilled if Health Services maintains that

information?

I would like to get some ideas on how other Universities fulfill the OSHA

requirement?

Thanks for your help.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 7 Jun 2001 11:42:43 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Patti Pawski <pawski@PILOT.MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Our Hepatitis B vaccination records are kept by our occupational health office.

At 11:35 AM 6/7/2001 -0400, you wrote:

>We do blood-borne pathogen training and offer the Hep B shots.

>The shots are given by our University Health services. We keep a list of

>those who attended the training.

>

>Now my question is: Is the safety office supposed to keep track of who

>received the shots and who declined? When I asked Health services, they

>said that it may be confidential information.

>Is the OSHA requirement fulfilled if Health Services maintains that

>information?

>

>I would like to get some ideas on how other Universities fulfill the OSHA

>requirement?

>

>Thanks for your help.

>

>Ninni

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Office of Risk Management

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

>

<smaller>Patti Pawski

Biosafety Industrial Hygienist

Michigan State University

Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI  48824

(517) 432-8044

</smaller>
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Date:         Thu, 7 Jun 2001 10:59:01 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "richard d. johnston" <rdjohnst@FACSTAFF.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

In-Reply-To:  <4.2.0.58.20010607113015.01e30e20@postoffice.brown.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Its actually a more involved issue than just record keeping. If you are

required to have a BBP program than record keeping is part of the program,

but what about the rest of the BBP program? Have you done an exposure

determination to see if a program is needed and who is included? If you

included any and all you may be providing services beyond those required by

the OSHA standard. One final note, have you considered if OSHA actually has

jurisdiction on your campus? If OSHA in your State is Federal OSHA than

they have no jurisdiction, so you can be more concerned about providing

adequate BBP protection than meeting OSHA compliance. Remember OSHA

requirements are minimal H & S standards.

In otherwords, I would abvise you to contact a Health and Safety

expert/consultant in your State and ask additional questions.

At 11:35 AM 6/7/01 -0400, you wrote:

>We do blood-borne pathogen training and offer the Hep B shots.

>The shots are given by our University Health services. We keep a list of

>those who attended the training.

>

>Now my question is: Is the safety office supposed to keep track of who

>received the shots and who declined? When I asked Health services, they

>said that it may be confidential information.

>Is the OSHA requirement fulfilled if Health Services maintains that

>information?

>

>I would like to get some ideas on how other Universities fulfill the OSHA

>requirement?

>

>Thanks for your help.

>

>Ninni

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Office of Risk Management

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

University Health Services

University of Wisconsin-Madison
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Date:         Thu, 7 Jun 2001 15:19:54 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <lindseykayman@USA.NET>

Subject:      new disinfection methods - paper

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello All,

I just came accross a nice paper on New Disinfection and Sterilization

methods.  It is in the CDC Emerging Infectious Disease Journal.  You can =

get a

free subscription and its also available online.  The paper by Rutala and=

Weber is at:   http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/eid/vol7no2/rutala.htm

Lindsey Kayman

____________________________________________________________________

Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A1
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Date:         Fri, 8 Jun 2001 08:58:32 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

In-Reply-To:  <5.0.0.25.2.20010607105251.009f10b0@facstaff.wisc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Here we run the program which includes each lab submitting a copy of their

chp which we review and critique.  Medical records are kept by Univerity

Health Services and are confidential.  We keep the training records.  Since

Hep-B vaccination could be either a training record or a health record,

both Health Services and our department keeps track.  For us the Hep-B

vaccination is kept as part of the training record.  We also track when the

employee had the Hep-B.  Since our records are computerized from the

beginning, we can provide a list of personnel needing boosters if it ever

becomes necessary.

Bob

>Its actually a more involved issue than just record keeping. If you are

>required to have a BBP program than record keeping is part of the program,

>but what about the rest of the BBP program? Have you done an exposure

>determination to see if a program is needed and who is included? If you

>included any and all you may be providing services beyond those required by

>the OSHA standard. One final note, have you considered if OSHA actually has

>jurisdiction on your campus? If OSHA in your State is Federal OSHA than

>they have no jurisdiction, so you can be more concerned about providing

>adequate BBP protection than meeting OSHA compliance. Remember OSHA

>requirements are minimal H & S standards.

>

>In otherwords, I would abvise you to contact a Health and Safety

>expert/consultant in your State and ask additional questions.

>At 11:35 AM 6/7/01 -0400, you wrote:

>>We do blood-borne pathogen training and offer the Hep B shots.

>>The shots are given by our University Health services. We keep a list of

>>those who attended the training.

>>

>>Now my question is: Is the safety office supposed to keep track of who

>>received the shots and who declined? When I asked Health services, they

>>said that it may be confidential information.

>>Is the OSHA requirement fulfilled if Health Services maintains that

>>information?

>>

>>I would like to get some ideas on how other Universities fulfill the OSHA

>>requirement?

>>

>>Thanks for your help.

>>

>>Ninni

>>

>>

>>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>>Office of Risk Management

>>Brown University - Box 1914

>>164 Angell Street

>>Providence, RI 02912

>>

>>Tel:401 863 1738

>>Fax:401 863 7676

>>

>>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

>

>Rich Johnston, Industrial Hygienist

>University Health Services

>University of Wisconsin-Madison

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Fri, 8 Jun 2001 09:18:13 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      refurbished autoclaves

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

We are in need of a pass through autoclave for a lab that is being renovated

to be a BSL3 lab.  Because of limited budget, we are hoping to find one that

is used, but in good working condition.  I have heard these are available,

but don't know where to look.  Have any of you purchased a refurbished

autoclave in the past, or do you know where to find one?

I appreciate any help you can offer.

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu
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Date:         Fri, 8 Jun 2001 09:31:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: refurbished autoclaves

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Julie you may want to check with Alfa Medical in New York. Their number is

1-800-748-1259. They have a pretty good selection of refurbished equipment

as well as new. If they don't have what you are looking for in stock they

can probably get it for you. Hope this helps.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Johnson, Julie A. [mailto:jajohns@IASTATE.EDU]

Sent: Friday, June 08, 2001 9:18 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: refurbished autoclaves

We are in need of a pass through autoclave for a lab that is being renovated

to be a BSL3 lab.  Because of limited budget, we are hoping to find one that

is used, but in good working condition.  I have heard these are available,

but don't know where to look.  Have any of you purchased a refurbished

autoclave in the past, or do you know where to find one?

I appreciate any help you can offer.

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 8 Jun 2001 08:40:36 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tom Sawicki <tsawicki@ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: refurbished autoclaves

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi Julie:  Steris has a branch or used to have a branch that sells refurb units.  There is a firm out here on Long Island, Buxton that does the same.  I've seen their units and they are plain jane type but impressive.  They are small and may not be able to support you.  Steris will.  Another firm in New Jersey Dynetics does the same and is alittle bigger than Buxton.  Can't say the same about them.  Regards-Tom

Thomas Sawicki, Safety Officer

USDA ARS PIADC

tsawicki@piadc.ars.usda.gov

>>> "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU> 6/8/01  10:18 AM >>>

We are in need of a pass through autoclave for a lab that is being renovated

to be a BSL3 lab.  Because of limited budget, we are hoping to find one that

is used, but in good working condition.  I have heard these are available,

but don't know where to look.  Have any of you purchased a refurbished

autoclave in the past, or do you know where to find one?

I appreciate any help you can offer.

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu
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Date:         Fri, 8 Jun 2001 10:22:21 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         LUKENS Carl B <Carl.B.LUKENS@STATE.OR.US>

Subject:      CLADOSPORIDIUM

I am evaluating a report prepared by a H&S consultant who took settling plate

and bulk samples to assess "microbial contamination" in 3 rooms (library and

media center in an elementary school) located above a basement that 4 years

ago was flooded for 2 days and remediated unsure of how well that went, but

mgrs say the carpet was removed, thoroughly cleaned, and surface was sanitized

in flooded area.  There were also roof leaks, that have since been repaired.

Finally, a oil fired boiler is located in the basement, which in the past was

not burning cleanly, which led to a tuneup and installation of CO monitors in

the basement and in the library.

I have yet to visit the site, but was hoping for some help on your collective

opinion concerning the following:

 Settling plates (described as "yeast and mold air plate" or "petri dishes"

unsure of what agar was used based on that alone) and bulk samples (carpet, a

book, a bookshelf) were taken, and Cladosporidium was found in every sample,

albeit at what was described as low levels (1-110 CFU, after 20 minutes of

exposure to air).  No reference (outdoor or other non problem rooms) were

collected, and the investigator concluded that ""no pathogenic molds were

identified"

Since i have read that Clados is an airway allergen, and that the sampling

methods of choice are impactor, bulk,(so he did this one at least) and spore

trap sampling.

I was wondering if some errors were made in the initial investigation.  Also,

i have heard from at least one firm who does bio sampling, that timing is

everything, meaning you need to be there  when the fungi sporulate, or else

you have a false negative... and that you need some aerosolization, as in

heavy occupancy or foottraffic to represent worst case conditions.

I have yet to see the place, but was hoping for help on my homework

CARL LUKENS

CIH/MSPH

OREGON OSHA CONSULTATION

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 8 Jun 2001 10:33:59 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Brynte" <BJohnson@EHS.UCSF.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="windows-1252"

I believe your Health Services Department is right, the

vaccination/declination documentation is protected by medical

confidentiality.  For us the two places the documentation can be kept are

with Health Services and with the Principal Investigator, who as supervisor

is required to know what the status of their personnel is.  OEHS

specifically declines all such information.

Hope this helps,

Brynte

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

Brynte H. Johnson, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

50 Medical Center Way, Box 0942

San Francisco, CA 94143-0942

phone:  415-476-2097

fax:      415-476-0581

e-mail:  bjohnson@ehs.ucsf.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2001 8:36 AM

Subject: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

We do blood-borne pathogen training and offer the Hep B shots.

The shots are given by our University Health services. We keep a list of

those who attended the training.

Now my question is: Is the safety office supposed to keep track of who

received the shots and who declined? When I asked Health services, they

said that it may be confidential information.

Is the OSHA requirement fulfilled if Health Services maintains that

information?

I would like to get some ideas on how other Universities fulfill the OSHA

requirement?

Thanks for your help.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu
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Date:         Fri, 8 Jun 2001 13:39:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@OSPREY.SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Why would a PI need to know?

>>> "Johnson, Brynte" <BJohnson@EHS.UCSF.EDU> 06/08 1:33 PM >>>

I believe your Health Services Department is right, the

vaccination/declination documentation is protected by medical

confidentiality.  For us the two places the documentation can be kept are

with Health Services and with the Principal Investigator, who as supervisor=

is required to know what the status of their personnel is.  OEHS

specifically declines all such information.

Hope this helps,

Brynte

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

Brynte H. Johnson, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

50 Medical Center Way, Box 0942

San Francisco, CA 94143-0942

phone:  415-476-2097

fax:      415-476-0581

e-mail:  bjohnson@ehs.ucsf.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2001 8:36 AM

Subject: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

We do blood-borne pathogen training and offer the Hep B shots.

The shots are given by our University Health services. We keep a list of

those who attended the training.

Now my question is: Is the safety office supposed to keep track of who

received the shots and who declined? When I asked Health services, they

said that it may be confidential information.

Is the OSHA requirement fulfilled if Health Services maintains that

information?

I would like to get some ideas on how other Universities fulfill the OSHA

requirement?

Thanks for your help.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 8 Jun 2001 12:56:23 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CLADOSPORIDIUM

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Carl, An excellent resource for you to refer to would be the Field Guide for

the Determination of Biological Contaminants in Environmental Samples edited

by Dillon, Heinsohn, and Miller. This is an AIHA publication. The book not

only addresses different found but also addresses proper methods for

sampling. Hope this helps.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: LUKENS Carl B [mailto:Carl.B.LUKENS@STATE.OR.US]

Sent: Friday, June 08, 2001 12:22 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CLADOSPORIDIUM

I am evaluating a report prepared by a H&S consultant who took settling

plate

and bulk samples to assess "microbial contamination" in 3 rooms (library and

media center in an elementary school) located above a basement that 4 years

ago was flooded for 2 days and remediated unsure of how well that went, but

mgrs say the carpet was removed, thoroughly cleaned, and surface was

sanitized

in flooded area.  There were also roof leaks, that have since been repaired.

Finally, a oil fired boiler is located in the basement, which in the past

was

not burning cleanly, which led to a tuneup and installation of CO monitors

in

the basement and in the library.

I have yet to visit the site, but was hoping for some help on your

collective

opinion concerning the following:

 Settling plates (described as "yeast and mold air plate" or "petri dishes"

unsure of what agar was used based on that alone) and bulk samples (carpet,

a

book, a bookshelf) were taken, and Cladosporidium was found in every sample,

albeit at what was described as low levels (1-110 CFU, after 20 minutes of

exposure to air).  No reference (outdoor or other non problem rooms) were

collected, and the investigator concluded that ""no pathogenic molds were

identified"

Since i have read that Clados is an airway allergen, and that the sampling

methods of choice are impactor, bulk,(so he did this one at least) and spore

trap sampling.

I was wondering if some errors were made in the initial investigation.

Also,

i have heard from at least one firm who does bio sampling, that timing is

everything, meaning you need to be there  when the fungi sporulate, or else

you have a false negative... and that you need some aerosolization, as in

heavy occupancy or foottraffic to represent worst case conditions.

I have yet to see the place, but was hoping for help on my homework

CARL LUKENS

CIH/MSPH

OREGON OSHA CONSULTATION
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Date:         Fri, 8 Jun 2001 14:16:28 -0400

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      Borna Disease Virus

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------E6AF652A2AAB6E4B8FBD07EA"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------E6AF652A2AAB6E4B8FBD07EA

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Does anyone have info. as to the appropriate Biosafety Level for

research with Borna Disease Virus.  I know it's use and transport are

USDA-regulated but so far I haven't found anything to help in defining

appropriate work practices.

Paul

--------------E6AF652A2AAB6E4B8FBD07EA

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;12720

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------E6AF652A2AAB6E4B8FBD07EA--

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 11 Jun 2001 08:26:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Safety guidelines for LPS use

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Was wondering how other institutions treat the use of LPS (with regards

to biosafety).  Have a researcher who is contemplating the use of

purified endotoxin from the bacterium E. coli as a mitogen in

immunoassays.  This is a standard use for LPS in certain cellular

immunoassays but does pose some hazards for humans.   It is purchased

from a commercial source.

Thanks,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 11 Jun 2001 10:16:14 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barbara Benton St. Gelais" <bbsg@ESF.UVM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

In-Reply-To:  <37BA42203F469245843C83C07A375C4D016410@homer2.research.ucsf.pri>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Hello all,

I am new to the Biosafety discussion list but thought that our recent

inspection by Vermont OSHA at the University of Vermont would shed

some light on this topic. We learned that we are responsible for

maintaining documentation to show that a person who consents to have

the series of shots actually follows through and gets all 3 shots

plus the titer. Vermont OSHA did not see this as a compromise  of

medical confidentiality at all, but rather as information that the

law requires the PI to have on file, in addition to the risk

designation form and the consent/dissent form.

At this point we think this can be accomplished by the PI either

maintaining copies of actual medical records for each shot being

received and the titer checked or that the PI can ask employees to

sign a statement saying they received each shot and the titer and

when.

Hope this helps...only my opinion, of course.

Barbara Benton St. Gelais

>I believe your Health Services Department is right, the

>vaccination/declination documentation is protected by medical

>confidentiality.  For us the two places the documentation can be kept are

>with Health Services and with the Principal Investigator, who as supervisor

>is required to know what the status of their personnel is.  OEHS

>specifically declines all such information.

>

>Hope this helps,

>

>Brynte

>

>-----------------------------------------------------------------

>Brynte H. Johnson, M.S.

>Biological Safety Officer

>Office of Environmental Health and Safety

>50 Medical Center Way, Box 0942

>San Francisco, CA 94143-0942

>phone:  415-476-2097

>fax:      415-476-0581

>e-mail:  bjohnson@ehs.ucsf.edu

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2001 8:36 AM

>Subject: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

>

>

>We do blood-borne pathogen training and offer the Hep B shots.

>The shots are given by our University Health services. We keep a list of

>those who attended the training.

>

>Now my question is: Is the safety office supposed to keep track of who

>received the shots and who declined? When I asked Health services, they

>said that it may be confidential information.

>Is the OSHA requirement fulfilled if Health Services maintains that

>information?

>

>I would like to get some ideas on how other Universities fulfill the OSHA

>requirement?

>

>Thanks for your help.

>

>Ninni

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Office of Risk Management

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

--

Barbara Benton St. Gelais

Environmental Safety Facility

University of Vermont

Burlington, VT 05405-0570

(802)656-5402

bbsg@esf.uvm.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 11 Jun 2001 09:27:17 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "T. Bovee-Mckelvey" <tbovee@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

In-Reply-To:  <37BA42203F469245843C83C07A375C4D016410@homer2.research.ucsf.pri>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

The Hepatitis B declination form is NOT a confidential medical record as

are any clinical records for providing HepB vaccinations.  While the

declination forms should be classified as confidential personnel records

they are not considered confidential MEDICAL reocrds.

The declination form is an administrative form which only states that a

worker understands they may receive the HepB vaccination series at no cost

to them due to the nature of their work, that they are declining to do so

at this time, but still have the right to change their minds and receive

the vaccinations as long as they still have potential for exposures in the

course of their work.

While it may be the policy of an organization to keep the declination form

in individual medical records it is not required by the standard.  I have

seen organizations (smaller) which simply keep declination forms in a

binder/folder which are then treated as confidential personnel records

which have limited access.

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Therese Bovee-McKelvey MN, RN, COHN-S           Monday-Friday 8AM - 5PM

Occupational Health Nurse

                                                (206) 543-7388  Office

University of Washington                        (206) 543-3351  Fax

Environmental Health & Safety                   (206) 221-3025  Voice Mail

Box 354400

Seattle, WA  98195-4400                          tbovee@u.washington.edu

http://www.ehs.washington.edu/

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

On Fri, 8 Jun 2001, Johnson, Brynte wrote:

> I believe your Health Services Department is right, the

> vaccination/declination documentation is protected by medical

> confidentiality.  For us the two places the documentation can be kept are

> with Health Services and with the Principal Investigator, who as supervisor

> is required to know what the status of their personnel is.  OEHS

> specifically declines all such information.

>

> Hope this helps,

>

> Brynte

>

> -----------------------------------------------------------------

> Brynte H. Johnson, M.S.

> Biological Safety Officer

> Office of Environmental Health and Safety

> 50 Medical Center Way, Box 0942

> San Francisco, CA 94143-0942

> phone:  415-476-2097

> fax:      415-476-0581

> e-mail:  bjohnson@ehs.ucsf.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2001 8:36 AM

> Subject: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

>

>

> We do blood-borne pathogen training and offer the Hep B shots.

> The shots are given by our University Health services. We keep a list of

> those who attended the training.

>

> Now my question is: Is the safety office supposed to keep track of who

> received the shots and who declined? When I asked Health services, they

> said that it may be confidential information.

> Is the OSHA requirement fulfilled if Health Services maintains that

> information?

>

> I would like to get some ideas on how other Universities fulfill the OSHA

> requirement?

>

> Thanks for your help.

>

> Ninni

>

>

> Ninni Jacob, CHP

> Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> Office of Risk Management

> Brown University - Box 1914

> 164 Angell Street

> Providence, RI 02912

>

> Tel:401 863 1738

> Fax:401 863 7676

>

> email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 11 Jun 2001 10:40:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Haenchen <haenchen@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: refurbished autoclaves

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------90D52D541EEA9A4877660DFE"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------90D52D541EEA9A4877660DFE

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Julie, you may want to give MTC Medical Technologies a try.   They refurbish

autoclaves and sell direct, as well as refurbishing for other vendors.

MTC Medical Technologies

1728A West Park Center Drive

Fenton, MO 63026

Phone:  (636) 343-8928

If you need additional info. or would like info. from one of our users, please

contact me directly.

Mark Haenchen

Director

Office of Environmental Safety & Services

Saint Louis University

(haenchen@slu.edu)

"Johnson, Julie A." wrote:

> We are in need of a pass through autoclave for a lab that is being renovated

> to be a BSL3 lab.  Because of limited budget, we are hoping to find one that

> is used, but in good working condition.  I have heard these are available,

> but don't know where to look.  Have any of you purchased a refurbished

> autoclave in the past, or do you know where to find one?

> I appreciate any help you can offer.

>

> Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D.

> Biosafety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety

> 118 Agronomy Lab

> Iowa State University

> Ames, IA  50011

> Phone:  515-294-7657

> Fax:  515-294-9357

> Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

> Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

--------------90D52D541EEA9A4877660DFE

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="haenchen.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Mark Haenchen

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="haenchen.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Haenchen;Mark

tel;fax:314-268-5560

tel;work:314-577-8609

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:haenchen@slu.edu

fn:Mark Haenchen

end:vcard

--------------90D52D541EEA9A4877660DFE--

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 11 Jun 2001 14:21:45 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Disposal of Triton X in microtiter trays

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_c0.1595f076.28566639_boundary"

--part1_c0.1595f076.28566639_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Good afternoon to all:

Question regarding disposal of Triton X in microtiter trays -

I have completed the lysing process and have some residual chemical material

in the trays. The trays contained yeast in media as well as additional

compounds, some of unknown composition.

Should these be disposed of as a hazardous waste? If not, then as medical

waste?

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 11 Jun 2001 15:09:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Triton X in microtiter trays

In-Reply-To:  <c0.1595f076.28566639@aol.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_1492846089==_.ALT"

--=====================_1492846089==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi Ed,

The disposal is going to be governed by your local sewer authority and/or

state regulations.  I can tell you what they are for Cambridge, MA but that

won't help you in CT.

At 02:21 PM 06/11/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Good afternoon to all:

>

>Question regarding disposal of Triton X in microtiter trays -

>

>I have completed the lysing process and have some residual chemical material

>in the trays. The trays contained yeast in media as well as additional

>compounds, some of unknown composition.

>

>Should these be disposed of as a hazardous waste? If not, then as medical

>waste?

>

>Regards,

>

>

>

>Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

>President

>WNWN International

>PO Box 1164

>Burlington, Connecticut

>06013

>860-675-1217

>860-675-1311(fax)

>860-944-2373(mobile)

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 11 Jun 2001 15:35:50 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Triton X in microtiter trays

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_4a.16fc34d2.28567796_boundary"

--part1_4a.16fc34d2.28567796_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Richie:

Cambridge will work for me as a need some basis.

Thanks!

Ed Krisiunas

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 12 Jun 2001 08:56:26 -0400

Reply-To:     Earthlink <myerscj@earthlink.net>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Earthlink <myerscj@EARTHLINK.NET>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We have several individuals that we provide standard CPR and First Aid

training.  These individuals, by job definitions, are not emergency

responders/EMT/ or medical service providers and receive the training only

to be able to provide some support in the event of an accident to one of our

employees.  Does anyone have any thoughts concerning the BBP standard and

it's relationship to those who are provided the training for these purposes?

Chuck

----- Original Message -----

From: "T. Bovee-Mckelvey" <tbovee@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 12:27 PM

Subject: Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

> The Hepatitis B declination form is NOT a confidential medical record as

> are any clinical records for providing HepB vaccinations.  While the

> declination forms should be classified as confidential personnel records

> they are not considered confidential MEDICAL reocrds.

>

> The declination form is an administrative form which only states that a

> worker understands they may receive the HepB vaccination series at no cost

> to them due to the nature of their work, that they are declining to do so

> at this time, but still have the right to change their minds and receive

> the vaccinations as long as they still have potential for exposures in the

> course of their work.

>

> While it may be the policy of an organization to keep the declination form

> in individual medical records it is not required by the standard.  I have

> seen organizations (smaller) which simply keep declination forms in a

> binder/folder which are then treated as confidential personnel records

> which have limited access.

>

>

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

+++

> Therese Bovee-McKelvey MN, RN, COHN-S           Monday-Friday 8AM - 5PM

> Occupational Health Nurse

>                                                 (206) 543-7388  Office

> University of Washington                        (206) 543-3351  Fax

> Environmental Health & Safety                   (206) 221-3025  Voice Mail

> Box 354400

> Seattle, WA  98195-4400                          tbovee@u.washington.edu

>

> http://www.ehs.washington.edu/

>

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

+++

>

>

> On Fri, 8 Jun 2001, Johnson, Brynte wrote:

>

> > I believe your Health Services Department is right, the

> > vaccination/declination documentation is protected by medical

> > confidentiality.  For us the two places the documentation can be kept

are

> > with Health Services and with the Principal Investigator, who as

supervisor

> > is required to know what the status of their personnel is.  OEHS

> > specifically declines all such information.

> >

> > Hope this helps,

> >

> > Brynte

> >

> > -----------------------------------------------------------------

> > Brynte H. Johnson, M.S.

> > Biological Safety Officer

> > Office of Environmental Health and Safety

> > 50 Medical Center Way, Box 0942

> > San Francisco, CA 94143-0942

> > phone:  415-476-2097

> > fax:      415-476-0581

> > e-mail:  bjohnson@ehs.ucsf.edu

> >

> >

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

> > Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2001 8:36 AM

> > Subject: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

> >

> >

> > We do blood-borne pathogen training and offer the Hep B shots.

> > The shots are given by our University Health services. We keep a list of

> > those who attended the training.

> >

> > Now my question is: Is the safety office supposed to keep track of who

> > received the shots and who declined? When I asked Health services, they

> > said that it may be confidential information.

> > Is the OSHA requirement fulfilled if Health Services maintains that

> > information?

> >

> > I would like to get some ideas on how other Universities fulfill the

OSHA

> > requirement?

> >

> > Thanks for your help.

> >

> > Ninni

> >

> >

> > Ninni Jacob, CHP

> > Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> > Office of Risk Management

> > Brown University - Box 1914

> > 164 Angell Street

> > Providence, RI 02912

> >

> > Tel:401 863 1738

> > Fax:401 863 7676

> >

> > email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

> >

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 12 Jun 2001 08:52:51 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Triton X in microtiter trays

In-Reply-To:  <4a.16fc34d2.28567796@aol.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_1556648462==_.ALT"

--=====================_1556648462==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 03:35 PM 06/11/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Richie:

>

>Cambridge will work for me as a need some basis.

>

>Thanks!

>

>Ed Krisiunas

Essentially no organics (the allowed ppm is very low and far too easily

exceeded) and only simple salts allowed down the drain.  Mild acids and

bases okay (pH >5 & <9).  Recombinant buggies not allowed.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 12 Jun 2001 10:37:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DRUMMOND, David" <DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

If the 1st Aid/CPR trained individuals are strictly volunteers and you have

9-1-1 service available, they're not covered by the federal BBP standard,

regardless of who provides the training. As a conscientious safety person,

make sure appropriate self-protection information is provided as part of the

training--Red Cross trainers are generally very good about this.

If the 1st Aid/CPR trained individuals are designated First Aid providers

and/or it's in their job description, they're clearly covered by the federal

standard.

If the trained individuals are volunteers, but you're out in the country and

no good emergency service is available, the "volunteers" might feel

compelled to provide service. This is probably a legal gray area, but I'd

say you have an ethical responsibility to designate some individuals and

provide full BBP coverage as well as appropriate equipment and supplies.

Finally, if a good samaritan is exposed while providing first aid or CPR,

they should receive follow-up coverage, at least to the extent required by

the standard. This is also an ethical responsibility, not a regulatory

requirement.

BTW, in any of these cases, give thorough consideration to including AED

equipment and training.

Dave

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

David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

Director, Safety Department

University of Wisconsin--Madison

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

 -----Original Message-----

From:   Earthlink [mailto:myerscj@EARTHLINK.NET]

Sent:   Tuesday, June 12, 2001 7:56 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

We have several individuals that we provide standard CPR and First Aid

training.  These individuals, by job definitions, are not emergency

responders/EMT/ or medical service providers and receive the training only

to be able to provide some support in the event of an accident to one of our

employees.  Does anyone have any thoughts concerning the BBP standard and

it's relationship to those who are provided the training for these purposes?

Chuck

----- Original Message -----

From: "T. Bovee-Mckelvey" <tbovee@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 12:27 PM

Subject: Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

> The Hepatitis B declination form is NOT a confidential medical record as

> are any clinical records for providing HepB vaccinations.  While the

> declination forms should be classified as confidential personnel records

> they are not considered confidential MEDICAL reocrds.

>

> The declination form is an administrative form which only states that a

> worker understands they may receive the HepB vaccination series at no cost

> to them due to the nature of their work, that they are declining to do so

> at this time, but still have the right to change their minds and receive

> the vaccinations as long as they still have potential for exposures in the

> course of their work.

>

> While it may be the policy of an organization to keep the declination form

> in individual medical records it is not required by the standard.  I have

> seen organizations (smaller) which simply keep declination forms in a

> binder/folder which are then treated as confidential personnel records

> which have limited access.

>

>

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

+++

> Therese Bovee-McKelvey MN, RN, COHN-S           Monday-Friday 8AM - 5PM

> Occupational Health Nurse

>                                                 (206) 543-7388  Office

> University of Washington                        (206) 543-3351  Fax

> Environmental Health & Safety                   (206) 221-3025  Voice Mail

> Box 354400

> Seattle, WA  98195-4400                          tbovee@u.washington.edu

>

> http://www.ehs.washington.edu/

>

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

+++

>

>

> On Fri, 8 Jun 2001, Johnson, Brynte wrote:

>

> > I believe your Health Services Department is right, the

> > vaccination/declination documentation is protected by medical

> > confidentiality.  For us the two places the documentation can be kept

are

> > with Health Services and with the Principal Investigator, who as

supervisor

> > is required to know what the status of their personnel is.  OEHS

> > specifically declines all such information.

> >

> > Hope this helps,

> >

> > Brynte

> >

> > -----------------------------------------------------------------

> > Brynte H. Johnson, M.S.

> > Biological Safety Officer

> > Office of Environmental Health and Safety

> > 50 Medical Center Way, Box 0942

> > San Francisco, CA 94143-0942

> > phone:  415-476-2097

> > fax:      415-476-0581

> > e-mail:  bjohnson@ehs.ucsf.edu

> >

> >

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

> > Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2001 8:36 AM

> > Subject: Bloodborne Pathogen Training and Record Keeping

> >

> >

> > We do blood-borne pathogen training and offer the Hep B shots.

> > The shots are given by our University Health services. We keep a list of

> > those who attended the training.

> >

> > Now my question is: Is the safety office supposed to keep track of who

> > received the shots and who declined? When I asked Health services, they

> > said that it may be confidential information.

> > Is the OSHA requirement fulfilled if Health Services maintains that

> > information?

> >

> > I would like to get some ideas on how other Universities fulfill the

OSHA

> > requirement?

> >

> > Thanks for your help.

> >

> > Ninni

> >

> >

> > Ninni Jacob, CHP

> > Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> > Office of Risk Management

> > Brown University - Box 1914

> > 164 Angell Street

> > Providence, RI 02912

> >

> > Tel:401 863 1738

> > Fax:401 863 7676

> >

> > email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

> >

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 12 Jun 2001 17:10:59 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jose Carmelo Zavala <jczavala@TELNOR.NET>

Subject:      =?UNKNOWN?Q?=E0!=A5=22=A5#=90=89$=90=89%?=

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: MULTIPART/MIXED; BOUNDARY="Boundary_(ID_Z3auCh+5rtH7fUPWwonhUQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Z3auCh+5rtH7fUPWwonhUQ)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

=C0!=A5"=A5#=90=89$=90=89.

--Boundary_(ID_Z3auCh+5rtH7fUPWwonhUQ)

Content-type: application/octet-stream; name=OEMRNCE.EXE

Content-disposition: attachment; filename=OEMRNCE.EXE

Content-transfer-encoding: base64

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 13 Jun 2001 06:58:29 -0400

Reply-To:     Isabel Jean Goldberg <Jean.Goldberg@med.nyu.edu>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Isabel Jean Goldberg <Jean.Goldberg@MED.NYU.EDU>

Organization: NYU School of Medicine

Subject:      =?iso-8859-1?B?UmU6IOA9IaUipSOQPySQPyU=?=

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

There appears to be a virus in the attachment to this message.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Jose Carmelo Zavala" <jczavala@TELNOR.NET>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Tuesday, June 12, 2001 8:10 PM

Subject: =E0!=A5"=A5#=90?$=90?%

=C0!=A5"=A5#=90?$=90?.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 13 Jun 2001 08:05:26 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jose Carmelo Zavala <jczavala@TELNOR.NET>

Subject:      =?UNKNOWN?Q?as=ED_d=E1ndosele?= cumplimiento a la

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: MULTIPART/MIXED; BOUNDARY="Boundary_(ID_O7YO+h7YNyULZduBwIV3Kw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_O7YO+h7YNyULZduBwIV3Kw)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

Dos a=F1os present=F3 el alcalde Carlos A. Herrera Araluce.  Lo anter=

ior se desprende de la exposici=F3n que ayer hizo ante el cabildo, el=

 titular del Sistema Descentralizado de Agua Potable y Alcantarillado=

 -Sideapa-, Juan Adolfo Von Bertrab Peters. Sobre este tema, el funci=

onario record=F3 que la citada dependencia federal dispone de una =

=93bater=EDa=94 como de unos veinte pozos acu=EDferos que se encuentr=

an saturados de agua y que durante m=E1s de quince a=F1os han estado =

conserv=E1ndose para una verdadera emergenciaBajan niveles de mantos =

acu=EDferos (Sol de Pachuca,Hgo)Cr=EDtica situaci=F3n padecen campesi=

nos de la regi=F3n Tulancingo ante el abatimiento de mantos acu=EDfer=

os detectado en los pozos, producto de la temporada de estiaje que se=

 registra.

--Boundary_(ID_O7YO+h7YNyULZduBwIV3Kw)
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Hello all,

The BBP record keeping discussion of the past weeks has been very

informative. I'd like to extend the discussion by asking for some advice

about a situation we're starting to encounter. What happens when a new

employee joins the company with prior BBP experience that includes the Hep B

vaccination series. We can document that the employee will have occupational

exposure and provide appropriate training per the OSHA standard, but what

sort of records do we need for the Hep B vaccination?

a) Do we request or have the employee request the record of vaccination from

the previous employer or health care provider?

b) Do we send the employee to our occupational medicine provider solely to

get a written opinion that vaccination is not warranted (presumably based on

the employee's self-stated history of prior vaccination)?

c) Is an affidavit from the employee acknowledging the risks of occupational

exposure and stating that (s)he was previously vaccinated sufficient?

d) We'd thought about suggesting the employee have blood drawn for an Ab

titer, but that doesn't seem likely to be informative if the vaccine series

was received months or years previously, and also raises concerns about

'prescreening' employees.

In a recent instance, the employee was able to get a vaccination record from

the university where he'd been vaccinated. We'll file this as his proof of

vaccination. Still, any guidance for the next case will be greatly

appreciated.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270
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Why not simply document that the employee declined the HBV vaccine?  No

further justification would be necessary, and in my opinion it would be

overly intrusive to require the employee to provide a reason.

If vaccination is a mandatory part of the job description, then this would

not be appropriate.  But that would not be covered by the BBP standard in

any case.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Michael Betlach

> Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2001 6:28 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Hepatitis B records for new, previously vaccinated employees

>

>

> Hello all,

>

> The BBP record keeping discussion of the past weeks has been very

> informative. I'd like to extend the discussion by asking for some advice

> about a situation we're starting to encounter. What happens when a new

> employee joins the company with prior BBP experience that

> includes the Hep B

> vaccination series. We can document that the employee will have

> occupational

> exposure and provide appropriate training per the OSHA standard, but what

> sort of records do we need for the Hep B vaccination?

>

> a) Do we request or have the employee request the record of

> vaccination from

> the previous employer or health care provider?

> b) Do we send the employee to our occupational medicine provider solely to

> get a written opinion that vaccination is not warranted

> (presumably based on

> the employee's self-stated history of prior vaccination)?

> c) Is an affidavit from the employee acknowledging the risks of

> occupational

> exposure and stating that (s)he was previously vaccinated sufficient?

> d) We'd thought about suggesting the employee have blood drawn for an Ab

> titer, but that doesn't seem likely to be informative if the

> vaccine series

> was received months or years previously, and also raises concerns about

> 'prescreening' employees.

>

> In a recent instance, the employee was able to get a vaccination

> record from

> the university where he'd been vaccinated. We'll file this as his proof of

> vaccination. Still, any guidance for the next case will be greatly

> appreciated.

>

> Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

> Biosafety Officer

> Promega Corporation

> 5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

> Madison, WI 53711

> (608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

>
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please excuse the response to the list, but what is the address to report

problems to?

Jim Reiman

jreiman343@aol.com
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Subject:      Disinfecting Incubators
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--------------A53D7FD7FEF4D68F16FCADDA

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
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Does anyone have a suggestion for disinfecting incubators when even

taking out removable shelves, brackets, etc. still does not enable you

to get into every nook and cranny?

Thank you.

--------------A53D7FD7FEF4D68F16FCADDA

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"
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Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;12720

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------A53D7FD7FEF4D68F16FCADDA--
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Andrew brings an interesting point that we wrestled with several years ago.

What about boosters?  Currently they are not necessary.  BUT, an obscure

little clause in the preamble(if I remember correctly), mentions that

booster shots, could be required, and this would depend on decisions of the

US Public Health Service.  Now, If any employee who was vaccinated

somewhere signs a declination form, How do we know who needs the booster

shot?

For the longest time we wanted proof that one had been vaccinated somewhere

else.  We accepted a written statement from the worker saying that they had

been vaccinated.  Then we were told in several seminars that we needed

proof that the employee had been vaccinated.  A copy of the vaccination

record or other medical documentation.

Our current choices are:

1)      Get the shot.

2)      If you had the shot, give us proof.  A copy of the shot record.

3)      If you do not want the shot, sign a declination form.

4)      If you have had the shot but you have no proof, Health Services

will                                            draw a titer.

5)      Health Services will decide to re-vaccinate after the titer is

drawn.  this is a medical decision.  we do not participate.

We keep the vaccination dates as part of the emplyees training record for a

very simple reason.  We started to do this from the beginning.  Health

Services was not set up to do this.  While they could start to do it now.

It means they would have to go through records back through 1989 to see who

needs boosters by hand.  We computerized these records from the begining.

We can produce the records of who was vaccinated and when at the touch of a

button.

Bob

>Why not simply document that the employee declined the HBV vaccine?  No

>further justification would be necessary, and in my opinion it would be

>overly intrusive to require the employee to provide a reason.

>

>If vaccination is a mandatory part of the job description, then this would

>not be appropriate.  But that would not be covered by the BBP standard in

>any case.

>

>Andrew Cockburn, PhD

>Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

>West Virginia University

>Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

>Telephone: 304-293-7157

>FAX:       304-293-4529

>Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

>

>> -----Original Message-----

>> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>> Behalf Of Michael Betlach

>> Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2001 6:28 PM

>> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>> Subject: Hepatitis B records for new, previously vaccinated employees

>>

>>

>> Hello all,

>>

>> The BBP record keeping discussion of the past weeks has been very

>> informative. I'd like to extend the discussion by asking for some advice

>> about a situation we're starting to encounter. What happens when a new

>> employee joins the company with prior BBP experience that

>> includes the Hep B

>> vaccination series. We can document that the employee will have

>> occupational

>> exposure and provide appropriate training per the OSHA standard, but what

>> sort of records do we need for the Hep B vaccination?

>>

>> a) Do we request or have the employee request the record of

>> vaccination from

>> the previous employer or health care provider?

>> b) Do we send the employee to our occupational medicine provider solely to

>> get a written opinion that vaccination is not warranted

>> (presumably based on

>> the employee's self-stated history of prior vaccination)?

>> c) Is an affidavit from the employee acknowledging the risks of

>> occupational

>> exposure and stating that (s)he was previously vaccinated sufficient?

>> d) We'd thought about suggesting the employee have blood drawn for an Ab

>> titer, but that doesn't seem likely to be informative if the

>> vaccine series

>> was received months or years previously, and also raises concerns about

>> 'prescreening' employees.

>>

>> In a recent instance, the employee was able to get a vaccination

>> record from

>> the university where he'd been vaccinated. We'll file this as his proof of

>> vaccination. Still, any guidance for the next case will be greatly

>> appreciated.

>>

>> Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

>> Biosafety Officer

>> Promega Corporation

>> 5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

>> Madison, WI 53711

>> (608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

>>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU
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  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Our declination/acceptance form has a check off for declining due to

previous immunization (either vaccine or natural) with an option that they

can have a titer done.  Low to no titer, they can get boosted.

The USPHS has not come out with a revaccination schedule, our Med. Dep't.

has been contacting folks who had a vaccination 10 or so years ago

requesting that they have a titer done.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Rick, I'm just sending this to you rather than the list (don't have time

for a fancy presentation)!

CDC says that Hep B vaccination (series of three) is "amnestic" and will

"rev up" protection in the face of a Hep B exposure.  The only time titers

must/should be done (to comply with OSHA BBP std) is within 6 or so months

after the series' completion (some say one year).  Some people "lose" their

measurable titer after this, and it then becomes impossible to tell whether

or not they're actually protected (they can be protected and still have an

immeasurable titer).

After 10 years (which you mentioned in your posting) probably MOST titers

ARE below measurable level, but the protection continues.  CDC documents

that people are still protected for 15 years (so far) --it "keeps on going"

like the Energizer bunny.  This is why "boosters" are not recommended

(needed).  Hope this makes sense -- I don't have time to find

documentation, but CDC explains it all in their latest publication on

protecting healthcare workers from HBV (look under MMWR).  Sue

At 09:47 AM 6/14/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Our declination/acceptance form has a check off for declining due to

>previous immunization (either vaccine or natural) with an option that they

>can have a titer done.  Low to no titer, they can get boosted.

>

>The USPHS has not come out with a revaccination schedule, our Med. Dep't.

>has been contacting folks who had a vaccination 10 or so years ago

>requesting that they have a titer done.

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

Clemson University

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC 29634-0742

Phone:  (864) 656-5529

Beeper: (864) 460-7728

FAX:  (864) 656-7694

Email:  spedric@clemson.edu
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A question for Californians on the list:

With the immediate threat of summer blackouts, San Diego Gas and Electric is

offering to exempt businesses for whom a power outage presents "jeopardy or

imminent danger to public health or safety".  They go on to state that

"claims of economic harm or inconvenience to a customer will not be

considered".  I assume other power providers in California have a similar

program.

Has anyone who works in a non-hospital laboratory requested and received

such an exemption?  I am specifically thinking that release of hazardous

materials from fume hoods or potentially infectious agents from biosafety

cabines would pose a potential threat to worker and public safety.

Any comments?

Dan Shawler

NovaRx

San Diego, CA
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We originaly did not advocate that the titer be used to demonstrate that

the individual who said that they had been vaccinated, had been vaccinated

in place of medical documentation from the health professional.

My health Services people told me that this made no sense.

I agreed but I thought this is how OSHA wanted it.

Checking the standard, I found that the clause about proof of vaccination

had a connector indicating that a positive titer was proof of vaccination.

I had previously advised not to do this since a person who had been

vaccinated might not have a positive titer.

OOPS:)

I have correct my approach.

BTW just because this is what CDC says to do does not mean that OSHA will

go along with it:)  they have their own ideas at times.

Bob

> Our declination/acceptance form has a check off for declining due to

>previous immunization (either vaccine or natural) with an option that they

>can have a titer done.  Low to no titer, they can get boosted.

>

> The USPHS has not come out with a revaccination schedule, our Med. Dep't.

>has been contacting folks who had a vaccination 10 or so years ago

>requesting that they have a titer done.

>

>

>Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Senior Biosafety Officer

> Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

> 617-258-5647

> rfink@mit.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gordon, Deborah" <gordon@SRI.ORG>
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Hi,

We have the employee provide us with proof from the previous employee or

school, of the vaccination series. Once we have the proof it goes on record

and we send them to get their titer checked. If their titer is low we get

them a booster, if it remains low they go through the series again. Now if

the employee is not sure if they have had the series, their titer is checked

and if necessary they began the series.

Deborah Gordon

EHS Specialist

Southern Research Institute

Birmingham, AL  35205

Telephone:  205-581-2417

Fax:           205-581-2200

email:        gordon@sri.org

> ----------

> From:         Andrew Cockburn[SMTP:acockbur@WVU.EDU]

> Sent:         Wednesday, June 13, 2001 5:47 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B records for new, previously vaccinated

> employees

>

> Why not simply document that the employee declined the HBV vaccine?  No

> further justification would be necessary, and in my opinion it would be

> overly intrusive to require the employee to provide a reason.

>

> If vaccination is a mandatory part of the job description, then this would

> not be appropriate.  But that would not be covered by the BBP standard in

> any case.

>

> Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

> West Virginia University

> Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

>

> Telephone: 304-293-7157

> FAX:       304-293-4529

> Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

>

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> > Behalf Of Michael Betlach

> > Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2001 6:28 PM

> > To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject: Hepatitis B records for new, previously vaccinated employees

> >

> >

> > Hello all,

> >

> > The BBP record keeping discussion of the past weeks has been very

> > informative. I'd like to extend the discussion by asking for some advice

> > about a situation we're starting to encounter. What happens when a new

> > employee joins the company with prior BBP experience that

> > includes the Hep B

> > vaccination series. We can document that the employee will have

> > occupational

> > exposure and provide appropriate training per the OSHA standard, but

> what

> > sort of records do we need for the Hep B vaccination?

> >

> > a) Do we request or have the employee request the record of

> > vaccination from

> > the previous employer or health care provider?

> > b) Do we send the employee to our occupational medicine provider solely

> to

> > get a written opinion that vaccination is not warranted

> > (presumably based on

> > the employee's self-stated history of prior vaccination)?

> > c) Is an affidavit from the employee acknowledging the risks of

> > occupational

> > exposure and stating that (s)he was previously vaccinated sufficient?

> > d) We'd thought about suggesting the employee have blood drawn for an Ab

> > titer, but that doesn't seem likely to be informative if the

> > vaccine series

> > was received months or years previously, and also raises concerns about

> > 'prescreening' employees.

> >

> > In a recent instance, the employee was able to get a vaccination

> > record from

> > the university where he'd been vaccinated. We'll file this as his proof

> of

> > vaccination. Still, any guidance for the next case will be greatly

> > appreciated.

> >

> > Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

> > Biosafety Officer

> > Promega Corporation

> > 5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

> > Madison, WI 53711

> > (608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

> >

>
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Have any of you worked with labs conducting research with lobster

pathogens? I know the BMBL only covers vertebrates, so I'm looking for

additional resources.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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Hi,

One of research groups has a freezer that was located in the basement of

one of our research buildings. The freezer malfunctioned and obviously

stopped working to allow molds to grow inside the freezer. What I would

like to know if other institutions have experience this and/or what you

would do to remediate this situation. We have a quote for a sizeable amount

for a company to come in and do this. In this world of trying to save a

buck we have been asked for other options.

Thanks.

Brian Wimmer
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Unfortunately, this is a fairly common occurrence.  It also seems to be case

that the freezer always belongs to a faculty member who has departed, and no

one knows what is inside.

My procedure is to open the door enough to get a hose inside, and

formaldehyde decontaminate the contents.  This is only a surface

decontamination, of course.  Then I remove all of the contents into bags and

incinerate them.  If it was a real mess I will wipe down the inside with

bleach.  Finally I issue a bill for my services to the department.

Hopefully I am charging enough to make the chairs think twice about letting

faculty depart without disposing of their garbage.

Whenever anyone asks me about reusing one of these freezers, I strongly

recommend disposing of it.  In my experience, a freezer that has gone down

once is more likely to go down again.  The cost of a new freezer is

insignificant compared to the cost of replacing the research materials

stored in it.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Brian J. Wimmer

> Sent: Friday, June 15, 2001 9:05 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: moldy freezer

>

>

> Hi,

> One of research groups has a freezer that was located in the basement of

> one of our research buildings. The freezer malfunctioned and obviously

> stopped working to allow molds to grow inside the freezer. What I would

> like to know if other institutions have experience this and/or what you

> would do to remediate this situation. We have a quote for a

> sizeable amount

> for a company to come in and do this. In this world of trying to save a

> buck we have been asked for other options.

> Thanks.

> Brian Wimmer

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Jun 2001 07:51:43 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tom Sawicki <tsawicki@ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: moldy freezer

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

We must be very careful when using formaldehyde and should avoid if at all possible.  All that is needed is remove the material and dispose of appropriately and surface decontaminate the interior.  You may want to put a pledglett of 37% formaldehyde in the freezer when you are done, but you then have to vent or neutralize and be mindful of personnel exposure.

Thomas Sawicki, Safety Officer

USDA Plum Island Animal Disease Center

tsawicki@piadc.ars.usda.gov

>>> Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU> 6/15/01  9:44 AM >>>

Unfortunately, this is a fairly common occurrence.  It also seems to be case

that the freezer always belongs to a faculty member who has departed, and no

one knows what is inside.

My procedure is to open the door enough to get a hose inside, and

formaldehyde decontaminate the contents.  This is only a surface

decontamination, of course.  Then I remove all of the contents into bags and

incinerate them.  If it was a real mess I will wipe down the inside with

bleach.  Finally I issue a bill for my services to the department.

Hopefully I am charging enough to make the chairs think twice about letting

faculty depart without disposing of their garbage.

Whenever anyone asks me about reusing one of these freezers, I strongly

recommend disposing of it.  In my experience, a freezer that has gone down

once is more likely to go down again.  The cost of a new freezer is

insignificant compared to the cost of replacing the research materials

stored in it.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Brian J. Wimmer

> Sent: Friday, June 15, 2001 9:05 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: moldy freezer

>

>

> Hi,

> One of research groups has a freezer that was located in the basement of

> one of our research buildings. The freezer malfunctioned and obviously

> stopped working to allow molds to grow inside the freezer. What I would

> like to know if other institutions have experience this and/or what you

> would do to remediate this situation. We have a quote for a

> sizeable amount

> for a company to come in and do this. In this world of trying to save a

> buck we have been asked for other options.

> Thanks.

> Brian Wimmer

>
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Date:         Fri, 15 Jun 2001 07:06:30 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: moldy freezer

In-Reply-To:  <4.1.20010615080356.009c6da0@merle.acns.nwu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Brian -

We just went through this scenario, as I suspect most of us have or will

eventually.  Please feel free to give me a call and I'll be happy to tell

you how we dealt with the situation.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

===============================================

At 08:05 AM 6/15/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi,

>One of research groups has a freezer that was located in the basement of

>one of our research buildings. The freezer malfunctioned and obviously

>stopped working to allow molds to grow inside the freezer. What I would

>like to know if other institutions have experience this and/or what you

>would do to remediate this situation. We have a quote for a sizeable amount

>for a company to come in and do this. In this world of trying to save a

>buck we have been asked for other options.

>Thanks.

>Brian Wimmer

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Jun 2001 10:20:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B records for new, previously vaccinated employees

In-Reply-To:  <5.0.2.1.2.20010614112454.00a0a4f0@mail.clemson.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_93897046==_.ALT"

--=====================_93897046==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

I glad we had a lively response to this.  As a lowly biosafety officer I

leave to the Medical Department all things medical.  OSHA just says the

vaccine must be made available at no cost and the employee decides yes or

no to take it.  Our med. dep't. wanted to know about previous

exposure/vaccination and offers to do titers.  Whether titers are

meaningful is a good question.  I know that there was a study done in the

UK that seemed to show that immunity wore off after about 8 years.  I have

not seen any other study regarding this.

May you all have a lovely weekend.

TGIF,

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Date:         Fri, 15 Jun 2001 11:40:24 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: moldy freezer

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

This is also a common occurance here. Our boxes are nearly 30 years old,

and the motors can't keep up with the increased load of heat generating

electrical equipment that wasn't around back then. We've instructed the

users to clean out as much as possible, and then wipe down the surfaces,

including walls, with 10% bleach while wearing gloves & goggles. We also

remind them to keep the door open, since there's no ventilation in them.

When we've had boxes removed for replacement, we've found some nasty things

growing underneath the floor. We learned our lesson the hard way, and now

when they pull out the flooring, we've got speedy dry & bleach standing by.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    "Brian J.

                    Wimmer"                To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    <bjw@NORTHWESTE        cc:

                    RN.EDU>                Subject:     moldy freezer

                    Sent by: A

                    Biosafety

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVM

                    A.MIT.EDU>

                    06/15/2001

                    09:05 AM

                    Please respond

                    to A Biosafety

                    Discussion List

Hi,

One of research groups has a freezer that was located in the basement of

one of our research buildings. The freezer malfunctioned and obviously

stopped working to allow molds to grow inside the freezer. What I would

like to know if other institutions have experience this and/or what you

would do to remediate this situation. We have a quote for a sizeable amount

for a company to come in and do this. In this world of trying to save a

buck we have been asked for other options.

Thanks.

Brian Wimmer
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Date:         Fri, 15 Jun 2001 14:18:27 +0300

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Mendoza <lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU>

Organization: VCU OEHS Biological/Chemical Safety Section

Subject:      CDC Form EA-101

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------338946D880401C358274B6D5"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------338946D880401C358274B6D5

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Can anyone tell the website (if there is one) where I can find the CDC

Form EA-101 as per 42 CFR 72?  Thank you.

--------------338946D880401C358274B6D5

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="lgmendoz.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Larry Mendoza

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="lgmendoz.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Mendoza;Larry

tel;pager:804-997-9853

tel;fax:804-828-6169

tel;work:804-828-4404

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:hthttp://views.vcu.edu/oehs/chemical/lmendoza.html

org:Virginia Commonwealth University;OEHS-Biological Chemical Safety Section

version:2.1

email;internet:lgmendoz@hsc.vcu.edu

title:Biosafety Inspector

adr;quoted-printable:;;VMI Building=0D=0A1000 East Marshall Street=0D=0APO Box 980112;Richmond;Virginia;23298-0112;USA

fn:Larry Mendoza

end:vcard

--------------338946D880401C358274B6D5--
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Date:         Fri, 15 Jun 2001 13:26:39 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: CDC Form EA-101

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

CDC provides the forms to the registered facility official after a facility

has registered to transfer select agents. Although the CDC provides

instructions on use of form EA-101 on its web site, the agency does not

provide the form itself via the web site. I suggest you contact someone in

the Laboratory Registration/Select Agent Transfer program. You can find

contact information on the CDC's site:  http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/lrsat.htm

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

-----Original Message-----

From: Larry Mendoza [mailto:lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, June 15, 2001 6:18 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CDC Form EA-101

Can anyone tell the website (if there is one) where I can find the CDC

Form EA-101 as per 42 CFR 72?  Thank you.
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Date:         Fri, 15 Jun 2001 08:59:23 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG>

Subject:      Inferior "Safer" Needles

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Please excuse the cross-posting:

I am forwarding this message from an electronic newsletter I get.  Does anyone else have any information or thoughts on this?  This is the first I have seen anything like this, however, I am not terribly familiar with California safe needle legislation vs. federal.  FYI, I have heard through the grapevine that the "interior needle" was the BD eclipse.  Can anyone confirm this or provide more info?  Thanks,

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

>

>Good Day:

>

>Welcome to SafetyFlash--a free electronic update service that provides

>access to important safety-related news and information. SafetyFlash will

>alert you to new and changing OSHA regulations, legislative developments,

>and other items that impact your role as a safety professional. For more

>safety news and information, visit our Web site at

>http://www.bbpnews.com/safety/saf_portal.shtml.

>

>Feel free to forward this e-mail to your colleagues and co-workers. They can

>subscribe to this free service by e-mailing to

><<mailto:safetyflash-request@bbplists.com>, including the word "subscribe" in

>the subject as well as the body of the e-mail.

>

>*********************************************

>Here are today's news items:

>

>2) California Hospital Cited for Allegedly Using Inferior "Safer" Needle

>

>*********************************************

>Story 2:

>

>CALIFORNIA HOSPITAL CITED FOR ALLEGEDLY USING INFERIOR "UNSAFE" NEEDLE

>

>Cal-OSHA, California s state occupational health and safety agency, recently

>cited a hospital for allegedly using an inferior  safer  needle and for

>removing used needles from used blood tube holders. According to the Service

>Employees International Union (SEIU), it appears to be the first time that

>Cal-OSHA has cited a facility for using an inferior  safer  needle.

>

>Bill Borwegen, SEIU s occupational health and safety director, says that

>some employers may be buying the cheapest rather than the best new needle

>products to comply with state and federal safety regulations. Many of the

>newer devices, he says, can best be described as retrofitted conventional

>needles that frequently require workers to put their hands or fingers in

>unsafe positions to activate safety features that sometimes appear to be

>added as an after-thought. Borwegen says the California incident

>demonstrates the importance of having frontline staff involved in evaluating

>and selecting new safer needle devices as required under the OSHA s revised

>bloodborne pathogens standard.

>

>Safety Compliance Letter is your link to key developments on a national and

>regional level. For more information and to subscribe, visit

>http://www.aspenpub.com/pgOSL.html.

>

>*********************************************

>Safety Compliance Letter is your link to key industry issues and trends. For

>more information and to subscribe, visit http://www.aspenpub.com/pgOSL.html.

>

>*********************************************

>This SafetyFlash was brought to you by Safety Compliance Letter, Editor,

>Michele Rubin, <<mailto:michele.rubin@aspenpubl.com.>

>

>This newsletter belongs to Aspen Publisher's family of safety products. To

>learn more about Aspen's products for safety professionals, visit our Web

>site at http://www.bbpnews.com/safety/saf_portal.shtml.

>

>If you have any questions about SafetyFlash or problems with your

>SafetyFlash subscription,  please send an e-mail to

><<mailto:michele.rubin@aspenpubl.com>.

>

|  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.
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Date:         Fri, 15 Jun 2001 14:56:20 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Air sampling in dental lab

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_6e.bb47e2d.285bb454_boundary"

--part1_6e.bb47e2d.285bb454_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Can anyone recommend a company in Connecticut to do air sampling for dust

(dental gypsum and plaster materials) in a dental lab?

Thanks and Happy Father's Day to all dads!

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Jun 2001 12:05:56 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Hanley <Bruce.Hanley@EHS.UCSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Air sampling in dental lab

In-Reply-To:  <6e.bb47e2d.285bb454@aol.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Ed,

The AIHA website has 10 consultants listed in Connecticut.

http://AIHA.org/PublicationsAdvertising/html/consultantslist.htm

Good Luck,

Bruce

Ed

On Fri, 15 Jun 2001 14:56:20 EDT Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

wrote:

> Can anyone recommend a company in Connecticut to do air sampling for dust

> (dental gypsum and plaster materials) in a dental lab?

>

> Thanks and Happy Father's Day to all dads!

>

> Regards,

>

>

>

> Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

> WNWN International

> PO Box 1164

> Burlington, Connecticut

> 06013

> 860-675-1217

> 860-675-1311(fax)

> 860-944-2373(mobile)

>

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

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894
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Date:         Fri, 15 Jun 2001 15:16:55 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Air sampling in dental lab

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_120.5bc3b0.285bb927_boundary"

--part1_120.5bc3b0.285bb927_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks Bruce!

In a message dated 6/15/2001 3:10:26 PM Eastern Daylight Time,

Bruce.Hanley@EHS.UCSB.EDU writes:

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 18 Jun 2001 08:53:20 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: moldy freezer

In-Reply-To:  <4.1.20010615080356.009c6da0@merle.acns.nwu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Diluted Bleach in a spray bottle.

Bob

>Hi,

>One of research groups has a freezer that was located in the basement of

>one of our research buildings. The freezer malfunctioned and obviously

>stopped working to allow molds to grow inside the freezer. What I would

>like to know if other institutions have experience this and/or what you

>would do to remediate this situation. We have a quote for a sizeable amount

>for a company to come in and do this. In this world of trying to save a

>buck we have been asked for other options.

>Thanks.

>Brian Wimmer

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Mon, 18 Jun 2001 10:35:57 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce MacDonald <blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU>

Subject:      Shipping Biological Agents

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

We are constantly faced with researchers shipping biological agents to

other facilities. Since we have no central facility to control the

oversight of these container, I'm wondering how others are dealing with

the issue.

How are you  handling your researchers mailing biological agents out to

other sites? Do you have a central shipping location to oversee proper

packing and labeling? What is the Biosafety officer's involvement?  How

DO you know when a researcher is shipping an agent? What is the

University's/College's position if something is improperly shipped and

there is a leak in the container?

******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************
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Date:         Mon, 18 Jun 2001 11:05:22 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barbara Owen <barbara.owen@BMS.COM>

Organization: Bristol-Myers Squibb

Subject:      Plastic Vacutainers

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Quick question for the group:

Is the use of plastic vacutainers (rather than glass vacutainers)

a method of compliance with the revised Bloodborne Pathogen (BBP)

Standard?  Simply stated- do we need to evaluate use of plastic

vacutainers to remain in compliance with OSHA's BBP standard?

During an ASCP teleconference, BD pushed the use of plastic

vacutainers as a method of compliance with the revised standard.

I spoke to an OSHA Marlton Area Office representative and he

relayed that OSHA did not intend for the standard to dictate use

of plastic over glass.

My dilemma is one of our Clinical Research facilities

participated in the BD teleconference and now is questioning

whether they need to invest significant time and money into

determining the effects of plastic vacutainers on clinical

trials.  Concern exists as to whether chemicals in vacutainers

will react with glass.  This Clinical Research Facility has been

using safety sharps and has had a comprehensive safety sharps

program in place prior to the effective date of standard

revisions.  I would appreciate suggestions on how to proceed.

Barb

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 18 Jun 2001 11:13:04 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Biological Agents

In-Reply-To:  <sb2dd9a2.022@152.7.128.36>

Mime-Version: 1.0
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--=====================_9147676==_

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At NCI-Frederick the biosafety group takes a very active role in the

shipping of dangerous goods.  One of my staff classifies, packages, labels

and marks and completes the necessary documentation for all hazardous

shipments leaving our facility.  At a minimum someone at your institution

will need to ensure that individuals involved in the shipment of hazardous

materials have had appropriate training and retraining.  It seems that this

role in many places has been taken up by the organization's safety

office.  If your institution is in violation of DOT regulations the fines

can become rather stiff and more than likely the institution would be

paying that fine.  The Chesapeake Area Biological Safety Association in

collaboration with ALLPAK will be sponsoring a two day course on this

subject.  Registration material and course description is available at the

ChABSA website  www.chabsa.org  I have also attached the course info in a

PDF document.

At 10:35 AM 6/18/01 -0400, you wrote:

>We are constantly faced with researchers shipping biological agents to

>other facilities. Since we have no central facility to control the

>oversight of these container, I'm wondering how others are dealing with

>the issue.

>

>How are you  handling your researchers mailing biological agents out to

>other sites? Do you have a central shipping location to oversee proper

>packing and labeling? What is the Biosafety officer's involvement?  How

>DO you know when a researcher is shipping an agent? What is the

>University's/College's position if something is improperly shipped and

>there is a leak in the container?

>

>******************************************

>Bruce L. Macdonald  CSP, RM

>Manager Health & Safety

>NC State University - EHS

>Box 8007

>Raleigh, NC 27695

>(919) 515-6858

>Fax (919) 515-6307

>******************************************

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Date:         Mon, 18 Jun 2001 11:27:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Biological Agents

In-Reply-To:  <sb2dd9a2.022@152.7.128.36>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The Health Sciences Center made it a policy that all outgoing packages must

go through Central Receiving.  CR asks what is in each package and informs

people what the relevant standards are.  The Biosafety Officer is not

involved since CR knows more about the rules than I do.  If there is a

problem with a package sent out in this way, the University (or at least the

Health Sciences Center) would have to take responsibility.

There are, of course, many ways around this policy.  Someone can use an

outside shipping facility or they can lie to CR about what is in the

package.  However, in these cases they have deliberately violated University

policy and hopefully the regulators would find that the liability is with

the investigator.  I would not lose any sleep if someone was caught and

fined, and I am almost certain that the University would refuse to reimburse

them.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Bruce MacDonald

> Sent: Monday, June 18, 2001 10:36 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Shipping Biological Agents

>

>

> We are constantly faced with researchers shipping biological agents to

> other facilities. Since we have no central facility to control the

> oversight of these container, I'm wondering how others are dealing with

> the issue.

>

> How are you  handling your researchers mailing biological agents out to

> other sites? Do you have a central shipping location to oversee proper

> packing and labeling? What is the Biosafety officer's involvement?  How

> DO you know when a researcher is shipping an agent? What is the

> University's/College's position if something is improperly shipped and

> there is a leak in the container?

>

> ******************************************

> Bruce L. Macdonald  CSP, RM

> Manager Health & Safety

> NC State University - EHS

> Box 8007

> Raleigh, NC 27695

> (919) 515-6858

> Fax (919) 515-6307

> ******************************************

>
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Date:         Mon, 18 Jun 2001 11:29:54 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Hepatitis B records for new, previously vaccinated employees

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Mike,  The Standard does not require proof of vaccination.  It only requires

proof that you offered it to the employee.  Therefore your option C of your

email.  Get a signed statement from the employee that you have offered it

and they state that they have already received the vaccination.  Jack

----- Original Message -----

From: "Michael Betlach" <MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2001 6:27 PM

Subject: Hepatitis B records for new, previously vaccinated employees

> Hello all,

>

> The BBP record keeping discussion of the past weeks has been very

> informative. I'd like to extend the discussion by asking for some advice

> about a situation we're starting to encounter. What happens when a new

> employee joins the company with prior BBP experience that includes the Hep

B

> vaccination series. We can document that the employee will have

occupational

> exposure and provide appropriate training per the OSHA standard, but what

> sort of records do we need for the Hep B vaccination?

>

> a) Do we request or have the employee request the record of vaccination

from

> the previous employer or health care provider?

> b) Do we send the employee to our occupational medicine provider solely to

> get a written opinion that vaccination is not warranted (presumably based

on

> the employee's self-stated history of prior vaccination)?

> c) Is an affidavit from the employee acknowledging the risks of

occupational

> exposure and stating that (s)he was previously vaccinated sufficient?

> d) We'd thought about suggesting the employee have blood drawn for an Ab

> titer, but that doesn't seem likely to be informative if the vaccine

series

> was received months or years previously, and also raises concerns about

> 'prescreening' employees.

>

> In a recent instance, the employee was able to get a vaccination record

from

> the university where he'd been vaccinated. We'll file this as his proof of

> vaccination. Still, any guidance for the next case will be greatly

> appreciated.

>

> Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

> Biosafety Officer

> Promega Corporation

> 5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

> Madison, WI 53711

> (608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 18 Jun 2001 11:16:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DRUMMOND, David" <DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Biological Agents

After a problem on a cargo plane (no damage, thank goodness) we were on

notice to move fast. We initiated awareness training for people who ship or

receive hazardous materials of all kinds. The Safety Department manages

shipment of hazardous chemicals for people who only ship occasionally. We

also do all shipments of radioactive materials. We initiated

function-specific training for people who ship biological materials. We

contracted for function-specific training for people who ship a lot of

chemicals. We trained a total of almost 1,100 people last year. Some

information is available on our web site at

http://www.fpm.wisc.edu/chemsafety/transcomp.htm and

http://www.fpm.wisc.edu/biosafety/Training/Web_Hazmat/index.htm

The good news is that we passed a DOT inspection a few months ago. We're now

into re-certification.

General awareness is hard to achieve, but it makes the system largely

self-policing.

Good luck!

Dave

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

David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

Director, Safety Department

University of Wisconsin--Madison

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

 -----Original Message-----

>We are constantly faced with researchers shipping biological agents to

>other facilities. Since we have no central facility to control the

>oversight of these container, I'm wondering how others are dealing with

>the issue...

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 18 Jun 2001 11:25:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "KLEIN, Jan" <JKLEIN@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Laboratory chairs/stools

Hello Biosafety Folks

I would like to give our investigators guidance about appropriate laboratory

chairs and stools. I'm finding that some investigators buy ones that have

fabric covers, pretty to look at and comfortable to sit on, but not readily

disinfected. I've been told that they purchase these from local office

supply stores because this furniture is substantially cheaper than what is

available through standard laboratory suppliers. I'd like to learn from your

experiences.

Please let me know names of suppliers whom you would recommend for durable

lab chairs/stools at a "reasonable" price. Since this subject is probably

not of broad interest, please respond to my email (jklein@fpm.wisc.edu), not

to the list. If it proves to be of general interest, I will send out a

summary of the responses.

Thanks,

Jan

//

Jan Klein

Office of Biological Safety

University of Wisconsin-Madison

608-263-9026

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 18 Jun 2001 14:59:24 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cheri L. Hildreth" <cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Biological Agents

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_93C98BA1.EA8B6F44"

This is a MIME message. If you are reading this text, you may want to

consider changing to a mail reader or gateway that understands how to

properly handle MIME multipart messages.

--=_93C98BA1.EA8B6F44

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Sounds like UWisc. might be a good school to talk to re: the DOT/IATA =

training .  Thanks, Cheri

>>> DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU 06/18/01 12:16PM >>>

After a problem on a cargo plane (no damage, thank goodness) we were on

notice to move fast. We initiated awareness training for people who ship =

or

receive hazardous materials of all kinds. The Safety Department manages

shipment of hazardous chemicals for people who only ship occasionally. We

also do all shipments of radioactive materials. We initiated

function-specific training for people who ship biological materials. We

contracted for function-specific training for people who ship a lot of

chemicals. We trained a total of almost 1,100 people last year. Some

information is available on our web site at

http://www.fpm.wisc.edu/chemsafety/transcomp.htm and

http://www.fpm.wisc.edu/biosafety/Training/Web_Hazmat/index.htm

The good news is that we passed a DOT inspection a few months ago. We're =

now

into re-certification.

General awareness is hard to achieve, but it makes the system largely

self-policing.

Good luck!

Dave

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

David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

Director, Safety Department

University of Wisconsin--Madison

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

-----Original Message-----

>We are constantly faced with researchers shipping biological agents to

>other facilities. Since we have no central facility to control the

>oversight of these container, I'm wondering how others are dealing with

>the issue...
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Date:         Mon, 18 Jun 2001 15:47:45 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Treatment of biotechnology effluent

MIME-Version: 1.0
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              boundary="part1_120.77f6b0.285fb4e1_boundary"

--part1_120.77f6b0.285fb4e1_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Good afternoon to all:

I'm looking for individuals willing to share information on their discharge

permits where they are using large fermentors (1,000 to 5,000 liters of

material several times a week) and discharging the effluent to a sanitary

sewer system after some form of treatment to the effluent.

I am interested to know what forms of treatment (chemical, heat, etc.) have

been required by the local or state sewer authorities and how those processes

have been validated.

Or was it a non-issue?

Thank you in advance for any assistance.

I can be contacted off the LISTSERV at the following addresses/numbers:

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)

ekrisiunas@aol.com
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Date:         Tue, 19 Jun 2001 07:14:52 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Prefilled Safety Syringes with vaccines for hepatitis B and

              hepatitis C - FYI

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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GlaxoSmithKline Receives FDA Approval on First OSHA-Compliant, All-In-One

Vaccine Delivery System

Hepatitis A and B Pediatric Vaccines with Safety Tip-LokTM Available Soon

PHILADELPHIA, June 18 /PRNewswire/ -- GlaxoSmithKline (NYSE: <A HREF="aol://4785:GSK">GSK</A>) announced

today that it has received U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) approval

for Safety Tip-Lok(TM): prefilled Tip-Lok(R) syringes packaged with BD

SafetyGlide(TM) Needles for pediatric doses of Havrix(R) (Hepatitis A

Vaccine, Inactivated) and Engerix-B(R) [Hepatitis B Vaccine (Recombinant)].

Havrix and Engerix-B are the first and only pediatric vaccines available with

Safety Tip-Lok and the only vaccines to be available with an all-in-one

delivery system, which meets the Occupational Safety and Health

Administration's (OSHA) newly revised bloodborne pathogens standard.  The

OSHA standard, designed to help protect healthcare workers from needlestick

injuries, went into effect April 18, 2001.

Getting stuck with a contaminated needle is a major concern for many

healthcare workers, with up to 800,000 needlestick injuries and potential

exposures to bloodborne pathogens occurring each year. The impact of

needlestick injuries can be not only physical, but emotional and financial as

well.  The prevention of needlestick injuries will save costs associated with

testing, diagnosing and treating needlestick injuries.

"As a nurse, I am aware of the risks and fears involved with administering

injections," said Barbara Ochester, RN, Nurse Educator and Consultant for the

Vaccines Business Unit at GlaxoSmithKline. "Healthcare worker safety is

crucial but unfortunately often overlooked.  GlaxoSmithKline is proud to

provide Safety Tip-Lok on the Havrix and Engerix-B pediatric vaccines.  The

safety needle feature on the prefilled syringe will help protect healthcare

workers from contracting dangerous diseases from needlestick injuries."

How It Works

Safety Tip-Lok, a new vaccine delivery system, offers unique protection from

accidental needlesticks.  The BD SafetyGlide Needle has a shield that covers

the needletip after activation to help protect the person administering the

vaccine from an accidental needlestick.  In clinical tests of the BD

SafetyGlide Needle, 100 percent of clinicians were able to activate the

device with one hand with no instruction; 94 percent said they were

comfortable with its ease of activation.  The Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention estimates that by using safety devices as many as 88 percent of

needlestick injuries can be avoided.

"I am comforted that nurses like myself will have the option to administer

vaccines that meet the new OSHA requirements and The Needlestick Safety and

Prevention Act," said Barbara DeBaun, RN, BSN, CIC, Director, Infection

Control, California Pacific Medical Center, San Francisco.  "Having hepatitis

A and B pediatric vaccines available with the Safety Tip-Lok will improve

work conditions and help alleviate fears of contracting debilitating, even

deadly, diseases from needlestick injuries."

Partnership with BD

Safety Tip-Lok is a result of a partnership between GlaxoSmithKline and BD, a

leading manufacturer of safety engineered devices and drug delivery systems.

BD is the exclusive supplier of safety needles and prefillable syringes to

GSK.  The Tip-Lok syringe offers the convenience of a prefilled syringe with

a peel-off label for easy, accurate record keeping of lot number and

expiration date.  The BD SafetyGlide Needle helps protect the worker from

needlestick injuries.

"We are proud to partner with GlaxoSmithKline on this important safety

delivery system for their vaccines," said Gerhard Mayer, PhD, Director of

Marketing and Business Development, BD Pharmaceutical Systems. "We are

committed to providing healthcare workers the best possible safety devices

available to help prevent the many needlestick injuries that occur every

year."

Hepatitis A

Hepatitis A -- a highly contagious viral infection of the liver -- currently

infects an estimated 180,000 Americans each year.  In the U.S., between 11

and 22 percent of adult patients require hospitalization and approximately

100 people die each year from severe hepatitis A.  Hepatitis A is a drain on

the United States economy, costing an estimated $488 million annually.  The

highest incidence of the disease is among children ages 5 to 14, with nearly

one third of all reported cases occurring among children under the age of 15.

 Symptoms of hepatitis A include jaundice, nausea, fever, fatigue, loss of

appetite, abdominal discomfort, dark urine, and flu-like symptoms.

Havrix(R) (Hepatitis A Vaccine, Inactivated) was the first hepatitis A

vaccine approved by the FDA in 1995.  Havrix is the number one hepatitis A

vaccine in worldwide sales.

Hepatitis B

Hepatitis B is a serious liver disease that can cause flu-like symptoms,

fatigue, nausea, vomiting, abdominal pain and jaundice.  Up to 180,000

Americans are infected annually.  In some instances, hepatitis B can cause

permanent liver damage, liver cancer and even death.  A clear link has been

demonstrated between chronic hepatitis B infection and the occurrence of

hepatocellular carcinoma (primary liver cancer).  In some settings, hepatitis

B is up to 100 times more contagious than HIV.

Engerix-B(R) [Hepatitis B Vaccine (Recombinant)] was approved by the FDA in

1989.  Engerix-B is the number one hepatitis B vaccine in worldwide sales.

GlaxoSmithKline: A Leader in Vaccines

GlaxoSmithKline -- one of the world's leading research-based pharmaceutical

and healthcare companies -- is committed to improving the quality of human

life by enabling people to do more, feel better and live longer.

Web site address: http://www.gsk.com

BD

BD, a leader in drug delivery systems, is a medical technology company that

manufactures and sells a broad range of supplies, devices and systems for use

by healthcare professionals, medical research institutions, industry and the

general public. For the fiscal year ended September 30, 2000, BD reported

total revenues of $3.6 billion.

Authorized practitioners, for a free empty demonstration sample call

1-800-680-9326.

MAKE YOUR OPINION COUNT -- Click Here

http://tbutton.prnewswire.com/prn/11690X23974285

SOURCE  GlaxoSmithKline

CO:  GlaxoSmithKline; BD

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)
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Date:         Tue, 19 Jun 2001 10:37:54 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Sulfur hexafluoride Detection Instruments

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hello Folks,

I am looking to perform some leak testing using Sulfur hexafluoride as a

tracer gas.  I know a Miran could pick it up however I would like to know

the instrument typically used to perform the tracer gas test as stated in

the ANSI Standard for chemical fume hood testing.  You can send responses

directly to me.

Thanks in advance

Joe

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Date:         Tue, 19 Jun 2001 11:34:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sulfur hexafluoride Detection Instruments

In-Reply-To:  <4.2.2.20010619103054.00bc2a00@mail.ncifcrf.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I am not aware of an ansi standard for chemical fume hoods.  We are using

the ASHRAE standard.  Our detection instrument is a miran.

BTW we had Robert Miller in to explain theorys of chemical fume hood

operation.  He has come up with a newer design.  What he says is both

interesting and scary.

Basicly, he says that most hoods were simply boxes with vents thrown

together to fit the space available.  This makes most hoods very unreliable

and subject to interuptions. They are unstable.

His design, is based on a mathmetical model he developed and incorporates a

double vortex instead of the traditional single vortex.

The major hood manufacturers claim that he does not know what he is talking

about.

He does not care if you buy his design.  He wants you to know that he is

right.

Bob

>Hello Folks,

>

>I am looking to perform some leak testing using Sulfur hexafluoride as a

>tracer gas.  I know a Miran could pick it up however I would like to know

>the instrument typically used to perform the tracer gas test as stated in

>the ANSI Standard for chemical fume hood testing.  You can send responses

>directly to me.

>

>

>Thanks in advance

>

>Joe

>______________________________________________________________________________

>

>Biological Safety Officer

>Safety and Environmental Protection Program

>SAIC-Frederick

>National Cancer Institute -

>Frederick

>(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

>email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

>______________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         J Coggin <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Subject:      Longevity of the Hepatitis B vaccine

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

For those recently discussing the persistence of the Hepatitis B vaccine

induced immunity [vaccine longevity], a recent paper appeared in the

journal Vaccine: 19:(2001) pp 3164-3168 entitled =93Persistence of

immunologic memory for 13 years in recipients of a recombinant hepatitis

B vaccine=94 authored by Barbara Watson, D. West, et al from the

Philadelphia Dept of Health and Merck.  Clearly ,these investigators

showed that memory lymphocytes were present in the vaccinees and these

cells  gave quick anamnestic anti-HBV IgG responses to a booster dose of

the r HBV Hbs AG yeast vaccine 13 years after receiving the 3 dose

vaccine as adults or when immunized as children.  The titers to HbsAG

jumped 11-24-fold within one week and reached 52 to 319-fold increases

by 4 weeks after the booster injection.  Five previously vaccinated

volunteers having less than 10 IU/ml of anti-HbsAG titer before boosting

had =93impressive responses=94.

 This finding and other supportive reports discussed in this paper

indicate the long term immunity induced by the three series r vaccine

and suggest that even those with low titers 13 years after vaccination

had significant immunity.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Professor and Chair, Micro.&Immunology

U. South Alabama, College of Medicine

Mobile, AL 36608
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Date:         Thu, 21 Jun 2001 08:55:25 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd: FW: Rejected posting to BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_607165708==_.ALT"

--=====================_607165708==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>

>------------------------ Rejected message (34 lines)

>--------------------------

>Return-Path: <Sonia_Rosenberger@CHIRON.COM>

>Received: from MITVMA (NJE origin SMTP@MITVMA) by MITVMA.MIT.EDU (LMail

>V1.2c/1.8c) with BSMTP id 5402; Tue, 19 Jun 2001 14:15:35 -0400

>Received: from *unknown [165.140.4.50] by mitvma.mit.edu (IBM VM SMTP Level

>320) via TCP with SMTP ; Tue, 19 Jun 2001 14:15:34 EDT

>X-Warning: mitvma.mit.edu: Host *unknown claimed to be emvasteria.chiron.com

>Received: from 165.140.4.59 by emvasteria.chiron.com (InterScan E-Mail

>VirusWall NT); Tue, 19 Jun 2001 11:16:27 -0700 (Pacific Daylight Time)

>Received: by emvkali.chiron.com with Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

>         id <NAKJPABG>; Tue, 19 Jun 2001 11:15:31 -0700

>Message-ID: <5DF8474992C5D411BCD9000102423EBC0189EF91@emvvishnu.chiron.com>

>From: "Rosenberger, Sonia" <Sonia_Rosenberger@chiron.com>

>To: "Biosafety Listserve (E-mail)" <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Subject: IBC structure for multiple site institutions in the US

>Date: Tue, 19 Jun 2001 11:15:23 -0700

>MIME-Version: 1.0

>X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

>Content-Type: text/plain;

>         charset="iso-8859-1"

>

>Biosafety Group,

>

>A question has come up at Chiron, and I need to garner some industry

>standard information.  Of those of you (both industry and academia) that

>have multiple locations within the United States, how do you structure your

>IBCs?  Do you have an IBC for each site, or have one central IBC that

>reviews protocols for all sites?

>

>Thank you,

>

>Sonia Rosenberger DVM

>Biosafety Officer

>Chiron Corporation

>4560 Horton Street, F-100

>Emeryville, CA 94608

>(510) 923-3857

>** ** ATTENTION! This message contains information (including any appended

>information, such as copied or forwarded messages and attachments, and any

>message to which this is appended) which may be confidential and/or

>privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or authorized to receive for the

>addressee), you may not use, copy or disclose to anyone the message or any

>information contained in the message. If you have received the message in

>error, please advise the sender by reply e-mail, and delete the message.

>Thank you for your assistance. ** **

>** ** ATTENTION! This message contains information (including any appended

>information, such as copied or forwarded messages and attachments, and any

>message to which this is appended) which may be confidential and/or

>privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or authorized to receive for the

>addressee), you may not use, copy or disclose to anyone the message or any

>information contained in the message. If you have received the message in

>error, please advise the sender by reply e-mail, and delete the message.

>Thank you for your assistance. ** **

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 21 Jun 2001 09:42:42 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Susan Kingston <skingsto@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      Commercially available databases for research projects

In-Reply-To:  <85DD09F31993D41190D700508BDC7BE7606EAE@pellig.fpm.wisc.edu >

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Question for the day:

Are there any commercially available databases that would allow tracking of

research projects?  Are there any commercially available that allow the PI

to enter all the information via a web connection?

Thank you!

Susan

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

Susan K. Kingston DVM

Assistant Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Head, Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois

102 Environmental Health and Safety Building, MC 225

101 S. Gregory Street

Urbana, IL    61801-3070

(217)244-1939, fax (217)244-6594

email: skingsto@uiuc.edu

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 22 Jun 2001 12:43:59 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Helmut Bachmayer <helmut.bachmayer@PHARMA.NOVARTIS.COM>

Subject:      Question re: Rejected posting to BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Richard:

Sorry for my dumb question - I received the message "rejected posting" =

but

a posting (below was attached to the mail) ..... ???

Kind regards from Vienna (Austria)

Helmut

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>=

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Fwd: FW: Rejected posting to BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

------------------------ Rejected message (34 lines)

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

Return-Path: <Sonia_Rosenberger@CHIRON.COM>

Received: from MITVMA (NJE origin SMTP@MITVMA) by MITVMA.MIT.EDU (LMail=

V1.2c/1.8c) with BSMTP id 5402; Tue, 19 Jun 2001 14:15:35 -0400

Received: from *unknown [165.140.4.50] by mitvma.mit.edu (IBM VM SMTP L=

evel

320) via TCP with SMTP ; Tue, 19 Jun 2001 14:15:34 EDT

X-Warning: mitvma.mit.edu: Host *unknown claimed to be

emvasteria.chiron.com

Received: from 165.140.4.59 by emvasteria.chiron.com (InterScan E-Mail

VirusWall NT); Tue, 19 Jun 2001 11:16:27 -0700 (Pacific Daylight Time)

Received: by emvkali.chiron.com with Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19=

)

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 id <NAKJPABG>; Tue, 19 Jun 2001 11:15:31 -0700

Message-ID: <5DF8474992C5D411BCD9000102423EBC0189EF91@emvvishnu.chiron.=

com>

From: "Rosenberger, Sonia" <Sonia_Rosenberger@chiron.com>

To: "Biosafety Listserve (E-mail)" <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Subject: IBC structure for multiple site institutions in the US

Date: Tue, 19 Jun 2001 11:15:23 -0700

MIME-Version: 1.0

X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2653.19)

Content-Type: text/plain;

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 charset"iso-8859-1"

Biosafety Group,

A question has come up at Chiron, and I need to garner some industry

standard information.=A0 Of those of you (both industry and academia) t=

hat

have multiple locations within the United States, how do you structure =

your

IBCs?=A0 Do you have an IBC for each site, or have one central IBC that=

reviews protocols for all sites?

Thank you,

Sonia Rosenberger DVM

Biosafety Officer

Chiron Corporation

4560 Horton Street, F-100

Emeryville, CA 94608

(510) 923-3857

** ** ATTENTION! This message contains information (including any appen=

ded

information, such as copied or forwarded messages and attachments, and =

any

message to which this is appended) which may be confidential and/or

privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or authorized to receive for =

the

addressee), you may not use, copy or disclose to anyone the message or =

any

information contained in the message. If you have received the message =

in

error, please advise the sender by reply e-mail, and delete the message=

.

Thank you for your assistance. ** **

** ** ATTENTION! This message contains information (including any appen=

ded

information, such as copied or forwarded messages and attachments, and =

any

message to which this is appended) which may be confidential and/or

privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or authorized to receive for =

the

addressee), you may not use, copy or disclose to anyone the message or =

any

information contained in the message. If you have received the message =

in

error, please advise the sender by reply e-mail, and delete the message=

.

Thank you for your assistance. ** **=

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 22 Jun 2001 08:24:55 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Question re: Rejected posting to BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

In-Reply-To:  <OFEA7568ED.0C788E7A-ONC1256A73.003AC62C@is.chbs>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_691735583==_.ALT"

--=====================_691735583==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Sonia had her email address changed and so she sent me her posting that got

rejected for reposting (and for me to change her subscription address).  I

snipped off lots of the "garbage" but missed the rejected posting notice.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 22 Jun 2001 08:55:28 -0400

Reply-To:     mkinsey@mriresearch.org

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Melina Kinsey <mkinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG>

Subject:      Laboratory acquired infections

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

To all-

At one time, I remember seeing a list of documented laboratory acquired

infections.  The first place I looked was on the CDC Health & Safety web

page, but it was not there.  Then I checked the ABSA web page and could not

find anything there. Does anyone know where I can find this?

Melina Kinsey

Safety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 22 Jun 2001 14:54:49 -0400

Reply-To:     mispagel@vet.uga.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Mispagel <mispagel@CVM.VET.UGA.EDU>

Organization: UGA College of Vet Med

Subject:      Re: Laboratory acquired infections

In-Reply-To:  <11383712C901D411AE0F00B0D0219A21700019@MRIFL_EXCH>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

On 22 Jun 01, at 8:55, Melina Kinsey wrote:

At one time, I remember seeing a list of documented laboratory acquired

infections.  The first place I looked was on the CDC Health & Safety web

page, but it was not there.  Then I checked the ABSA web page and could not

find anything there. Does anyone know where I can find this?

Melina,

Go to this site:  http://www.boku.ac.at/iam/efb/lai.htm#BM_2

Mike

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

Michael E. Mispagel, Ph.D.

College of Veterinary Medicine

University of Georgia

Athens, GA 30602

706-542-5875

mispagel@vet.uga.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 22 Jun 2001 15:03:58 -0400

Reply-To:     mkinsey@mriresearch.org

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Melina Kinsey <mkinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Laboratory acquired infections

In-Reply-To:  <11383712C901D411AE0F00B0D0219A21700019@MRIFL_EXCH>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks for everyone's help.  The web sites you gave me where exactly what I

was looking for.  Hope everyone has a great weekend!

Melina

Melina Kinsey

Safety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

>  -----Original Message-----

> From:         Melina Kinsey [mailto:mkinsey@mriresearch.org]

> Sent: Friday, June 22, 2001 8:55 AM

> To:   'Biosafety discussion group'

> Subject:      Laboratory acquired infections

>

> To all-

>

> At one time, I remember seeing a list of documented

> laboratory acquired infections.  The first place I looked was

> on the CDC Health & Safety web page, but it was not there.

> Then I checked the ABSA web page and could not find anything

> there. Does anyone know where I can find this?

>

> Melina Kinsey

> Safety Officer

> Midwest Research Institute

> Florida Division

> 1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

> Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

> mkinsey@mriresearch.org

> (321) 723-4547 ext. 404

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 25 Jun 2001 15:44:48 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Binz <Thomas.Binz@BAG.ADMIN.CH>

Subject:      Biosafety Homepage of the Swiss Federal Office for Public Health

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Colleagues

We are pleased to introduce our new website "Biological Safety" at the Swiss

Federal Office of Public Health. On this site you will find information

about safety issues in biotechnology and genetic engineering, about legal

bases, about the notification procedure according to the containment

ordinance, about references and useful biosafety links. You may contact us

writing to the general email address (Biosafety@bag.admin.ch) or one of the

personal addresses. We hope that this website may be useful for your

purposes and we look forward to address your questions and suggestions.

Yours sincerely

The Biosafety Team of the SFOP

Kathrin Bernard

Samuel Roulin

Thomas Binz

Regina Moser

Link:

http://www.admin.ch/bag/biosafety/e/index.htm

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 25 Jun 2001 09:01:41 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Homepage of the Swiss Federal Office for Public

              Health

In-Reply-To:  <31CFB5E834A9D111B9CE00805FF5857501490046@BAGA34>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Very nice!

Congratulations and keep up the good work.

Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

Michigan State University

C-126 Research Complex Engineering

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone: (517) 355-6503

Fax: (517) 353-4871

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Thomas Binz

Sent: Monday, June 25, 2001 9:45 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biosafety Homepage of the Swiss Federal Office for Public

Health

Dear Colleagues

We are pleased to introduce our new website "Biological Safety" at the Swiss

Federal Office of Public Health. On this site you will find information

about safety issues in biotechnology and genetic engineering, about legal

bases, about the notification procedure according to the containment

ordinance, about references and useful biosafety links. You may contact us

writing to the general email address (Biosafety@bag.admin.ch) or one of the

personal addresses. We hope that this website may be useful for your

purposes and we look forward to address your questions and suggestions.

Yours sincerely

The Biosafety Team of the SFOP

Kathrin Bernard

Samuel Roulin

Thomas Binz

Regina Moser

Link:

http://www.admin.ch/bag/biosafety/e/index.htm

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 25 Jun 2001 17:20:02 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Binz <Thomas.Binz@BAG.ADMIN.CH>

Subject:      AW: Biosafety Homepage of the Swiss Federal Office for Public Hea

              lth

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Thanks, Stefan, for this good feedback.

Regards

Thomas

> -----Urspr=FCngliche Nachricht-----

> Von:  Stefan Wagener [SMTP:stefan@MSU.EDU]

> Gesendet am:  Montag, 25. Juni 2001 14:02

> An:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Betreff:      Re: Biosafety Homepage of the Swiss Federal Office for

> Public Health

>

> Very nice!

>

> Congratulations and keep up the good work.

>

> Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

> Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

> Michigan State University

> C-126 Research Complex Engineering

> East Lansing, MI 48824

> Phone: (517) 355-6503

> Fax: (517) 353-4871

>

>

>

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Thomas Binz

> Sent: Monday, June 25, 2001 9:45 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Biosafety Homepage of the Swiss Federal Office for Public

> Health

>

>

> Dear Colleagues

>

> We are pleased to introduce our new website "Biological Safety" at =

the

> Swiss

> Federal Office of Public Health. On this site you will find =

information

> about safety issues in biotechnology and genetic engineering, about =

legal

> bases, about the notification procedure according to the containment

> ordinance, about references and useful biosafety links. You may =

contact us

> writing to the general email address (Biosafety@bag.admin.ch) or one =

of

> the

> personal addresses. We hope that this website may be useful for your

> purposes and we look forward to address your questions and =

suggestions.

>

> Yours sincerely

>

> The Biosafety Team of the SFOP

> Kathrin Bernard

> Samuel Roulin

> Thomas Binz

> Regina Moser

>

> Link:

>

> http://www.admin.ch/bag/biosafety/e/index.htm

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 26 Jun 2001 15:51:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      Freezers in hallways

In-Reply-To:  <31CFB5E834A9D111B9CE00805FF585750149004A@BAGA34>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear group:

For lack of space, one of our buildings has a large freezer in the hallway

for storage of biological materials(Risk group 2). The freezer is locked

and properly labelled, etc.  It does not hinder egress. It is on the fourth

floor right outside the main elevators to the building.

The safety office does not a particularly think this is a good idea, but we

cannot convince the researchers.

My question is : "are there any regulations that say that would preclude a

freezer with biological materials from being in the corridor"? or is there

anything else we should consider?

Thanks for your input.

Sincerely

Ninni Jacob

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 26 Jun 2001 15:57:07 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      Cleaning up large blood spills

In-Reply-To:  <31CFB5E834A9D111B9CE00805FF585750149004A@BAGA34>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

This seems to be my day for questions.

We had an incident last week where a person was injured and there was a lot

of blood in the corridors, etc. Obviously, the small spill kits did not

help. The custodians poured a 10% solution of bleach (and water) over the

area, and vacuumed it up with a wet vac, and emptied the water into the sink.

Is this a good way to do it, or would it be better to absorb it with some

absorbent first?

If so, what absorbent is best suited for this purpose?

Thanks again for your input.

Sincerely

Ninni Jacob

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 26 Jun 2001 16:19:41 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Freezers in hallways

In-Reply-To:  <4.2.0.58.20010626154557.019ebbe0@postoffice.brown.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I wish that here were.  I hve the damm things all over the place.  The only

one that has any rules about this is the fire department.  They are not

much help as long as we have egress.

Have you tried declaring the area a lab since the device is there?

Bob

>Dear group:

>

>For lack of space, one of our buildings has a large freezer in the hallway

>for storage of biological materials(Risk group 2). The freezer is locked

>and properly labelled, etc.  It does not hinder egress. It is on the fourth

>floor right outside the main elevators to the building.

>

>The safety office does not a particularly think this is a good idea, but we

>cannot convince the researchers.

>

>My question is : "are there any regulations that say that would preclude a

>freezer with biological materials from being in the corridor"? or is there

>anything else we should consider?

>

>Thanks for your input.

>

>Sincerely

>

>Ninni Jacob

>

>

>

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Office of Risk Management

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 26 Jun 2001 16:22:14 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Cleaning up large blood spills

In-Reply-To:  <4.2.0.58.20010626155149.00bc5730@postoffice.brown.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

One might have a problem with the bleach on the vacuum.  Many wet/dry Vacs

will throw a spray out the exhaust.  Creating an aerosol.  I like the

absorbent better.

BTW we will lay down the bleach over a large area with a garden sprayer.

bob

>This seems to be my day for questions.

>

>We had an incident last week where a person was injured and there was a lot

>of blood in the corridors, etc. Obviously, the small spill kits did not

>help. The custodians poured a 10% solution of bleach (and water) over the

>area, and vacuumed it up with a wet vac, and emptied the water into the sink.

>Is this a good way to do it, or would it be better to absorb it with some

>absorbent first?

>If so, what absorbent is best suited for this purpose?

>

>Thanks again for your input.

>

>Sincerely

>

>Ninni Jacob

>

>

>

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Office of Risk Management

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 27 Jun 2001 10:04:25 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Binz <Thomas.Binz@BAG.ADMIN.CH>

Subject:      pass-through autoclave

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

How knows about companies selling pass-through autoclaves?

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 27 Jun 2001 06:46:50 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tom Sawicki <tsawicki@ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: pass-through autoclave

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

There are many brands available in the US.  Steris, Tetnauer come to mind.

Thomas Sawicki

Biological Safety Officer

USDA Plum Island Animal Disease Center

tsawicki@piadc.ars.usda.gov

>>> Thomas Binz <Thomas.Binz@BAG.ADMIN.CH> 6/27/01  4:04 AM >>>

How knows about companies selling pass-through autoclaves?

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 27 Jun 2001 07:44:49 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: pass-through autoclave

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I believe Gettinge carries them.  I used to have the contact info but =

cannot

locate it now.  They are based in Europe but also have sales reps in =

the US

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO=A0 80262

Voice:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

email:=A0=A0=A0 therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 27 Jun 2001 10:00:20 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ron Amoling <Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Freezers in hallways

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Other fire department rules beside the egress rules might help you.  At

a facility I once worked in in Boston, the fire department told us we

couldn't have ANY electric powered equipment in the hallways, regardless

of whether or not they were tucked away in an alcove or otherwise just

out of the way.  I'm not sure if that inspector cited a particular NFPA

document, but if memory serves me correctly, I believe he referenced the

NFPA Life Safety code.

Ron

Ronald K. Amoling II, MS, MBA

Senior Environmental Health & Safety Coordinator

Aventis Pharmaceuticals, Cambridge Genomics Center

26 Landsdowne Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

email: ronald.amoling@aventis.com
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Date:         Wed, 27 Jun 2001 11:35:33 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jennifer Minogue <jminogue@UOGUELPH.CA>

Subject:      Re: Freezers in hallways

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In Ontario, the Fire Code would prohibit this.  (no junk in any hallways

- when the hall is full of smoke, firefighters do not want to go

crashing into objects along the wall; they feel their way down the hall

using their hands, hauling heavy hoses, comatose people, etc and they do

not need impediments to find the exits).

Our downtown fire people have been virtually zero-tolerance on hallway

"storage".  There are a few exceptions (at alcoves at ends of hallways,

non-combustible material such as locked metal file cabinets).

cheers,

--

Jennifer Minogue

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1

519-824-4120 x 3190  Voice

519-824-0364  Fax
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Date:         Thu, 28 Jun 2001 15:18:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      New Vaccinia(smallpox) vaccine recommendations

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

FYI -- The June 22 MMWR has a very helpful discussion on use of vaccinia

vaccine among laboratory and health-care workers occupationally exposed to

vaccinia virus, recombinant vaccinia viruses, and other Orthopoxviruses that

can infect humans.  The discussion of attenuated strains should be very

helpful to Occupational Health Services in deciding when to offer the

smallpox vaccine... Also included is advice on use the vaccine in response

to bioterrorist incidents.

http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5010a1.htm

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 28 Jun 2001 14:04:32 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG>

Subject:      Air Shipments with Dry Ice

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

I have recently learned that the International Air Transportation Association (IATA) has gone on public record that it "intends to eliminate dry ice from shipping containers and believes that shipping systems like the FrioBox will make this possible."  Has anyone seen more information on this and/or have any experience with using the FrioBox or similar systems?  Information on FrioBox can be found at:

http://www.friobox.com/english/friobox.shtml

Thanks,

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.
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Date:         Fri, 29 Jun 2001 08:31:33 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carl Pike <c_pike@ACAD.FANDM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Air Shipments with Dry Ice

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.5.32.20010628140432.00a049e0@kahala.dlabs.com>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Does this policy of IATA apply to international shipments only, or to

shipments within a given country such as US?

Thanks

Carl

--

Carl S. Pike

Harry W. and Mary B. Huffnagle Professor of Botany

Department of Biology                Phone (717) 291-3958

Franklin and Marshall College        email C_PIKE@ACAD.FANDM.EDU

P.O. Box 3003                        fax (717) 358-4548

Lancaster, PA  17604-3003  USA
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Date:         Fri, 29 Jun 2001 08:47:54 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      MMWR Reports and Recommendations - FYI

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The June 29, 2001 edition of the MMWR Recommendations

and Reports is enclosed. View this MMWR Recommendations

and Reports at:

        http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr

        or

        http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/rr/rr50011.pdf

Spain Mirror Site* http://cisat.isciii.es/mmwr

June 29, 2001/Vol. 50/No. RR-11 (file size 336,869 bytes)

*  Updated U.S. Public Health Service Guidelines for the

    Management of Occupational Exposures to HBV, HCV,

    and HIV and Recommendations for Postexposure Prophylaxis

    http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5011a1.htm

*  APPENDIX A. Practice Recommendations for Health-Care Facilities

    Implementing the U.S. Public Health Service Guidelines for

    Management of Occupational Exposures to Bloodborne Pathogens

    http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5011a2.htm

*  APPENDIX B. Management of Occupational Blood Exposures

    http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5011a3.htm

*  APPENDIX C. Basic and Expanded HIV Postexposure Prophylaxis

    Regimens

    http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5011a4.htm

The file types available are Adobe Acrobat (PDF).

The PDF files, contain graphics and figures and are true

representations of the hard copy of the MMWR. The

Adobe Acrobat format requires an Adobe Reader.

The Adobe Acrobat files will be e-mailed

in uuencoded format. If your e-mail system does not

automatically uudecode the file, you will need to

uudecode the file manually.

Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH
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Date:         Fri, 29 Jun 2001 07:34:16 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Air Shipments with Dry Ice

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.5.32.20010628140432.00a049e0@kahala.dlabs.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Tom -

Can you provide a reference to this public statement?  I'd like to learn

more.  Art Rutledge, Gary Lindsey - do you guys have any info on this

yet?  It doesn't make sense - eliminating dry ice in shipments will drive

all those who really need the lower temperature to ensure biological

inactivity to shipping by cryo, which seems more inherently dangerous to

me that controlled dry ice.  I must be missing a piece of the puzzle

...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and BSO

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

====================================

At 02:04 PM 6/28/01 -1000, you wrote:

>>>>

<excerpt>I have recently learned that the International Air

Transportation Association (IATA) has gone on public record that it

"intends to eliminate dry ice from shipping containers and believes that

shipping systems like the FrioBox will make this possible."  Has anyone

seen more information on this and/or have any experience with using the

FrioBox or similar systems?  Information on FrioBox can be found at:

http://www.friobox.com/english/friobox.shtml

Thanks,

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.

</excerpt><<<<<<<<
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Date:         Fri, 29 Jun 2001 10:46:38 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Air Shipments with Dry Ice

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0006_01C10088.C6180620"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0006_01C10088.C6180620

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

There is nothing on the IATA web site that indicates that this is fact.  =

They still classify dry ice as a miscellaneous hazardous good.

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Glenn Funk

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, June 29, 2001 10:34 AM

  Subject: Re: Air Shipments with Dry Ice

  Tom -

  Can you provide a reference to this public statement? I'd like to =

learn more. Art Rutledge, Gary Lindsey - do you guys have any info on =

this yet? It doesn't make sense - eliminating dry ice in shipments will =

drive all those who really need the lower temperature to ensure =

biological inactivity to shipping by cryo, which seems more inherently =

dangerous to me that controlled dry ice. I must be missing a piece of =

the puzzle ...

  -- Glenn

  Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

  Director and BSO

  Environmental Health & Safety

  Aviron

  408-845-8857

  =

=

  At 02:04 PM 6/28/01 -1000, you wrote:

  >>>>

    I have recently learned that the International Air Transportation =

Association (IATA) has gone on public record that it "intends to =

eliminate dry ice from shipping containers and believes that shipping =

systems like the FrioBox will make this possible." Has anyone seen more =

information on this and/or have any experience with using the FrioBox or =

similar systems? Information on FrioBox can be found at:

    http://www.friobox.com/english/friobox.shtml

    Thanks,

    Tom Goob

    DLS, Inc.

    | |

    | |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

    / \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

    / \Honolulu, Hawaii 96817

    / \(808) 589-5100 Fax: (808) 593-8357

    | |email: tgoob@dls.queens.org

    \________/

    DIAGNOSTIC

    LABORATORY

    SERVICES,INC.
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Date:         Fri, 29 Jun 2001 12:21:32 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Griffith <dgriffit@UWO.CA>

Organization: The University of Western Ontario

Subject:      Re: Air Shipments with Dry Ice

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------D7B2C57F2295FF05F1AD9EE5"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------D7B2C57F2295FF05F1AD9EE5

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Greetings all,

Thomas Goob wrote:

> I have recently learned that the International Air Transportation Association (IATA) has gone on public record that it "intends to eliminate dry ice from shipping containers and believes that shipping systems like the FrioBox will make this possible." Has anyone seen more information on this and/or have any experience with using the FrioBox or similar systems? Information on FrioBox can be found at:

I had a look at the site link you provided.  To me this is just a well marketed ice pack shipping container.  I only found a reference to IATA where it mentions that it meets the safe packing requirements.  I see no reference to it being UN Dangerous Goods approved packaging, particularly with the reference to manufacturing process using no glue and that they ship the packages flat.

Here is a link to a manufacturer that makes infectious shipping containers.

  http://www.saftpak.com/stp300t.PDF

You will find the above contains extensive details on how long the container will stay cold with dry ice and with regular "wet" ice.  If you are shopping for containers this is the kind of information you want to look at and just add the glossing marketing sheets to your good old recycling bin.

As to IATA eliminating Dry Ice shipping...... I would question that, particularly after they have relaxed the requirements for shipping the stuff.  If it was such a worry for them we would have never seen "Dry Ice, Shippers Declaration Not Required".  This is just my opinion though and that and a $1.25 will get you a regular coffee at the local doughnut (sorry for the Canuck spelling) shop.

Dave

--------------D7B2C57F2295FF05F1AD9EE5

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="dgriffit.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for David Griffith

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="dgriffit.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Griffith;David

tel;pager:restricted

tel;cell:restricted

tel;fax:519-661-3987

tel;home:restricted

tel;work:519-661-2036

x-mozilla-html:TRUE

url:www.uwo.ca/ohs

org:The University of Western Ontario;Occupational Health & Safety

adr:;;1151 Richmond St.;London;Ontario;N6A 5B9;Canada

version:2.1

email;internet:dgriffit@uwo.ca

title:Hazardous Materials Officer

fn:David Griffith

end:vcard

--------------D7B2C57F2295FF05F1AD9EE5--
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Date:         Fri, 29 Jun 2001 11:55:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol Showalter <carol-showalter@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      BL3 plumbing issues

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I don't know how the week's been going for all of you, but.....TGIF!!!

We are in the planning stages for building a new addition that will include

a BL3 lab and BL3 animal housing area (mice/guinea pigs) and some questions

have come up about how to handle water issues. It would be very helpful to

know what your experiences have been with these questions:

        If you use auto watering equipment (e.g., Edstrom auto watering system),

is the water collected and treated before disposal? If treated, what's your

process?

        Does your facility treat the water from the shower/emergency shower? If

so, how do you accomplish this, given that emergency showers produce 30

gal/min?

Thanks for any feedback you can give me!!

Carol Showalter, CBSP

Biological Safety

Health Protection Office

U of Iowa

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 29 Jun 2001 13:42:25 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BL3 plumbing issues

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.3.32.20010629115500.007738e0@blue.weeg.uiowa.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

All water/waste water is treated by a liquid waste heat treating system,

either 180 F or 250 F depending on the agents in use.

Hope this helps.

Stefan :-)

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Carol Showalter

Sent: Friday, June 29, 2001 12:55 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BL3 plumbing issues

I don't know how the week's been going for all of you, but.....TGIF!!!

We are in the planning stages for building a new addition that will include

a BL3 lab and BL3 animal housing area (mice/guinea pigs) and some questions

have come up about how to handle water issues. It would be very helpful to

know what your experiences have been with these questions:

        If you use auto watering equipment (e.g., Edstrom auto watering

system),

is the water collected and treated before disposal? If treated, what's your

process?

        Does your facility treat the water from the shower/emergency shower?

If

so, how do you accomplish this, given that emergency showers produce 30

gal/min?

Thanks for any feedback you can give me!!

Carol Showalter, CBSP

Biological Safety

Health Protection Office

U of Iowa

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 2 Jul 2001 11:29:26 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cheri Marcham <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      mixed radioactive/BL3 waste

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Group:

I am also looking in the archives for previous discussions of this, but we

have a researcher who will be generating S35 methionine/cystine labeled

tissue culture waste that will be infected with HIV and SIV.  This work will

be performed in our BSL3 facility, which has a policy that all waste must be

autoclaved before removal.  The autoclave exhaust is not filtered in any

way.  Our radiation safety officer is also involved, and we are both

concerned about autoclaving radioactive waste, which we feel will

contaminate both the autoclave and the duct work (and I guess the

wastewater?).  Some of the ideas we are looking at include:

1.  Freezing the waste in the BL3 while storing for decay and then

autoclaving, (but that will create a need for a lot of freezer space);

2.  Treating chemically prior to removal, then storing for decay outside the

BSL3 (but how do we ensure chemical treatment has reached all parts of the

solid waste);

3.  Sealing in a leakproof, biohazard labeled container and removing from

the BSL3, storing as mixed waste until decay, then either sending to a

vendor for incineration or autoclaving (but the CDC guidelines state,

"Infectious waste from BSL-3 laboratories should be decontaminated before

removal for off-site disposal."

Anyone else deal with this issue?

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 2 Jul 2001 11:21:00 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Grushka <mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: mixed radioactive/BL3 waste

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

This advice came from our Radiation Control Department.

Mark Grushka

Biosafety Officer

We require that the waste be treated prior to our accepting it.  All

radioactive waste must go through us, and 35S has a half life of almost 88

days so putting the samples in storage is not realistic.  All storage for

decay must be done by us and not the labs (license condition).  There is not

a high probability of contamination of the autoclave, and smooth stainless

steel is easy to decon.    I would recommend following routine BL3

procedures and then do a contamination survey of the autoclave.

Alternatively, you can look at methods to denature the viruses which do not

require heating.

Ellen Hochheiser, Ph.D. ,CHP

Radiation Control Office

University of Arizona

1640 N. Vine St

Tucson AZ   85719

(520)626-7215

Hochheis@u.arizona.edu

----- Original Message -----

From: "Cheri Marcham" <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, July 02, 2001 9:29 AM

Subject: mixed radioactive/BL3 waste

> Group:

>

> I am also looking in the archives for previous discussions of this, but we

> have a researcher who will be generating S35 methionine/cystine labeled

> tissue culture waste that will be infected with HIV and SIV.  This work

will

> be performed in our BSL3 facility, which has a policy that all waste must

be

> autoclaved before removal.  The autoclave exhaust is not filtered in any

> way.  Our radiation safety officer is also involved, and we are both

> concerned about autoclaving radioactive waste, which we feel will

> contaminate both the autoclave and the duct work (and I guess the

> wastewater?).  Some of the ideas we are looking at include:

>

> 1.  Freezing the waste in the BL3 while storing for decay and then

> autoclaving, (but that will create a need for a lot of freezer space);

> 2.  Treating chemically prior to removal, then storing for decay outside

the

> BSL3 (but how do we ensure chemical treatment has reached all parts of the

> solid waste);

> 3.  Sealing in a leakproof, biohazard labeled container and removing from

> the BSL3, storing as mixed waste until decay, then either sending to a

> vendor for incineration or autoclaving (but the CDC guidelines state,

> "Infectious waste from BSL-3 laboratories should be decontaminated before

> removal for off-site disposal."

>

> Anyone else deal with this issue?

>

> Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

> Environmental Health and Safety Officer

> The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

> P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

> Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

> 405/271-3000

> FAX 405/271-1606

> cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu
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Date:         Mon, 2 Jul 2001 14:29:36 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: mixed radioactive/BL3 waste

In-Reply-To:  <002d01c10323$bf72e040$a923c480@ibc.arizona.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Ohio has a simpler format.

The three threats are ranked in the following order:

Radioactive

Chemical

Biohazard

Your waste would be classified as a radioactive waste until it decays where

it could be autoclaved/sterilized

>This advice came from our Radiation Control Department.

>

>Mark Grushka

>Biosafety Officer

>

>We require that the waste be treated prior to our accepting it.  All

>radioactive waste must go through us, and 35S has a half life of almost 88

>days so putting the samples in storage is not realistic.  All storage for

>decay must be done by us and not the labs (license condition).  There is not

>a high probability of contamination of the autoclave, and smooth stainless

>steel is easy to decon.    I would recommend following routine BL3

>procedures and then do a contamination survey of the autoclave.

>Alternatively, you can look at methods to denature the viruses which do not

>require heating.

>

>Ellen Hochheiser, Ph.D. ,CHP

>Radiation Control Office

>University of Arizona

>1640 N. Vine St

>Tucson AZ   85719

>(520)626-7215

>Hochheis@u.arizona.edu

>

>----- Original Message -----

>From: "Cheri Marcham" <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

>To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Sent: Monday, July 02, 2001 9:29 AM

>Subject: mixed radioactive/BL3 waste

>

>

>> Group:

>>

>> I am also looking in the archives for previous discussions of this, but we

>> have a researcher who will be generating S35 methionine/cystine labeled

>> tissue culture waste that will be infected with HIV and SIV.  This work

>will

>> be performed in our BSL3 facility, which has a policy that all waste must

>be

>> autoclaved before removal.  The autoclave exhaust is not filtered in any

>> way.  Our radiation safety officer is also involved, and we are both

>> concerned about autoclaving radioactive waste, which we feel will

>> contaminate both the autoclave and the duct work (and I guess the

>> wastewater?).  Some of the ideas we are looking at include:

>>

>> 1.  Freezing the waste in the BL3 while storing for decay and then

>> autoclaving, (but that will create a need for a lot of freezer space);

>> 2.  Treating chemically prior to removal, then storing for decay outside

>the

>> BSL3 (but how do we ensure chemical treatment has reached all parts of the

>> solid waste);

>> 3.  Sealing in a leakproof, biohazard labeled container and removing from

>> the BSL3, storing as mixed waste until decay, then either sending to a

>> vendor for incineration or autoclaving (but the CDC guidelines state,

>> "Infectious waste from BSL-3 laboratories should be decontaminated before

>> removal for off-site disposal."

>>

>> Anyone else deal with this issue?

>>

>> Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

>> Environmental Health and Safety Officer

>> The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

>> P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

>> Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

>> 405/271-3000

>> FAX 405/271-1606

>> cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Mon, 2 Jul 2001 14:40:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hinz, Matthew" <HinzM@DVCHQ.COM>

Subject:      BSL-3 Clinical Facility

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C10326.6775D2A0"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand

this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C10326.6775D2A0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Everyone,

I work for DynPort Vaccine Company which is a prime-systems contractor for

the Department of Defense under the Joint Vaccine Acquisition Program

(JVAP).  We are virtual company looking for a BSL-3 Clinical Research

Organization to conduct a Phase I clinical trial of a highly attenuated

Venezuelan Equine Encephalitis viral vaccine candidate.

Is anybody aware of a facility this is capable of providing this service?

Any help would be appreciated!

Matthew E. Hinz

Senior Environmental Scientist

DynPort Vaccine Company, LLC

301-607-5044

Fax: 301-607-5099

E-mail: hinzm@d <mailto:hinzm@dvchq.com> vchq.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 2 Jul 2001 09:32:02 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Hubert B Olipares <olipares@HAWAII.EDU>

Subject:      Minors

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

        We have two "gifted" registered students (9 and 12YO) who have

        taken their undergraduate core requirements.  They are

        registering for upper division undergraduate courses this fall and

        have inquired about doing upper division research projects.  One

        is interested in doing research in a cancer research facility

        (working with unfixed human tissue and blood or OPIM and the

        other one is in a marine science lab doing research on

        alga/cyanobacteria.

        Are there any instiutions that have policy on minors, with respect

        to type of research (limitation or prohibition) they are able to

        conduct. We have checked with our state's OSHA and they claim

        that under 16 YO cannot work in an "Hazardous" environment.

        Any thoughts.

 ==============================================================================

Hubert B. Olipares, RBP

Biological Safety Officer

University of Hawaii

Environmental Health and Safety Office

2040 East-West Road

Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2022

Telephone:              808-956-3197

Fax:                    808-956-3205

Biosafety Prgm. E-mail: biosafe@hawaii.edu

Personnel E-Mail:       olipares@hawaii.edu

Website:                http://www.hawaii.edu/ehso/bio/

 ==============================================================================
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Date:         Mon, 2 Jul 2001 15:39:06 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      mixed radioactive/BL3 waste

In-Reply-To:  <l03130301b7666da59c4e@[129.22.180.152]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 02:29 PM 07/02/2001 -0400, you wrote:

>Ohio has a simpler format.

>The three threats are ranked in the following order:

>Radioactive

>Chemical

>Biohazard

>

>Your waste would be classified as a radioactive waste until it decays where

>it could be autoclaved/sterilized

We use that order for BL1 and BL2 labs, but not for BL3.

We do not think it is safe to store BL3 waste for decay in the radioactive

waste area without auto-claving.

There was an article by the staff of the Environmental Medical Service at

MIT entitled:

"Model for Inactivation and Disposal of Infectious Human Immunodeficiency

Virus and Radioactive Waste in a BL3 Facility" _ Margaret Stinson, et al in

"Applied and Environmental Microbiology" Jan 1990 p 264 -268.

They tested several methods, one of which is to use an autoclave  bag with

a charcoal filter to absorb the radioactivity. We have been using this

method for years, and it worked so far. The only problem is those

particular bags are not available for purchase now, so we have to improvise.

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 2 Jul 2001 13:41:24 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Grushka <mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU>

Subject:      Minors in Laboratories Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Huber:

The question of minors came up recently and here is what I found out.

No person under the age of 18 can be unsupervised (direct/eye contact type

supervision) in a UA lab. The OSHA Hazard Communication Standard prohibits

anyone under 18 from handling "hazardous chemical" as defined in the

Chemical Hygiene Standard and Appendix I of the University's Chemical

Hygiene Plan. Biohazards are not covered, per se, under this Standard, but

are covered under the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard and through criteria

listed in the CDC/NIH BMBL. I have not be able to find age specific criteria

in BBP or the BMBL. However, there is a specific prohibition against persons

under the age of 16 entering a BSL-3 laboratory in the NIH Guidelines for

Research Involving DNA Molecules, January 2001. This is covered in Appendix

G-II-C-1-g of the document. Of course there are specific regulations

relating to minors using radioactive materials and can most likely be found

in your applicable regulations for Hawaii. I really think the key is what

does supervision really mean to the PI and their lab manager/staff. These

are obviously bright young people, but still fall into a "protected class".

I am not a lawyer, so you better check with your inhouse counsel for the

final reading on this.

Regards,

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

520-621-5279

----- Original Message -----

From: "Hubert B Olipares" <olipares@HAWAII.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, July 02, 2001 12:32 PM

Subject: Minors

>         We have two "gifted" registered students (9 and 12YO) who have

>         taken their undergraduate core requirements.  They are

>         registering for upper division undergraduate courses this fall and

>         have inquired about doing upper division research projects.  One

>         is interested in doing research in a cancer research facility

>         (working with unfixed human tissue and blood or OPIM and the

>         other one is in a marine science lab doing research on

>         alga/cyanobacteria.

>

>         Are there any instiutions that have policy on minors, with respect

>         to type of research (limitation or prohibition) they are able to

>         conduct. We have checked with our state's OSHA and they claim

>         that under 16 YO cannot work in an "Hazardous" environment.

>

>         Any thoughts.

>

>

 ===========================================================================

===

>

> Hubert B. Olipares, RBP

> Biological Safety Officer

> University of Hawaii

> Environmental Health and Safety Office

> 2040 East-West Road

> Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2022

> Telephone:              808-956-3197

> Fax:                    808-956-3205

> Biosafety Prgm. E-mail: biosafe@hawaii.edu

> Personnel E-Mail:       olipares@hawaii.edu

> Website:                http://www.hawaii.edu/ehso/bio/

>

>

 ===========================================================================

===
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Date:         Mon, 2 Jul 2001 16:33:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DRUMMOND, David" <DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Minors in Laboratories Question

If the students are getting paid their work is restricted [check w/ your

lawyer, I think it's the child labor laws] but OSHA Rules don't apply to

students. So if this is student research, we're back to "common sense" and

it's time to review the basics.

Some conflicting thoughts:

A. Prominent researchers say being in the lab with their parents was a major

force toward their scientific career.

B. Students in general lack experience to guide them in unfamiliar

laboratory situations. Therefore, they will not exhibit "common sense."

C. Mood swings and unpredictability are more likely to affect the behavior

of adolescents than of adults--especially young adolescents.

D. Most of us who have a science background would like to see more science

training and scientific thinking in the world.

E. Children are often around hazardous chemicals and situations. (Look in

your garage or under your sink, check your lawnmower, etc.)

F. A moderately well-dressed 12-year old can probably wander into a lot of

unsafe places on campus without being questioned.

G. Age does not correlate well with maturity.

H. Nearly every child has a parent or guardian who is responsible for them.

Principles I derive from this:

1. If they're paid, they're employees. OSHA and other labor laws apply.

2. Any young person in a lab needs close supervision--closer than lab people

are used to providing. Supervision includes evaluation and management of

research plans as well as supervision of their work.

3. Any young person in a lab needs careful training about the hazards

present, hazard recognition and what to do in case of accident or other

emergency.

4. Constant use of appropriate clothing and protective gear and the ability

to follow instructions should be considered indicators of maturity.

5. Children should not be in situations where a moment of inattention can

cause serious injury (See #4).

6. Parents/guardians need to be on board with what's happening.

IMHO, both the student and the laboratory need to be evaluated. Student,

supervisor and student's parents/guardians need to understand the hazards,

whether major or minor. If any of the three cannot understand this, either

the student or the laboratory needs to be ruled out.

Direct manipulation of blood or OPIM seems to be ruled out because a moment

of inattention could lead to a needle stick or minor cut and a life-changing

infection. But observing manipulations, looking at results through a

microscope and planning experiments seems within range. Similar limitations

should apply to hazardous chemicals, depending on the hazards.

In summary, absent laws (i.e. if they're students, not employees) I see a

lot of need for careful management and little use for blanket prohibitions.

Good luck,

Dave

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

David W. Drummond, Ph.D., CIH

Director, Safety Department

University of Wisconsin--Madison

30 N. Murray St.

Madison WI  53715-1227

Voice 608-262-9707   Fax 608-262-6767

ddrummond@fpm.wisc.edu

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

>         We have two "gifted" registered students (9 and 12YO) who have

>         taken their undergraduate core requirements.

> Hubert B. Olipares, RBP

> Biological Safety Officer

> University of Hawaii

> Environmental Health and Safety Office

> 2040 East-West Road

> Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2022

>
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Date:         Mon, 2 Jul 2001 17:52:08 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Diane Fleming <Dimerck@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 Clinical Facility

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

    Why would a highly attenuated vaccine require a BSL-3 clinical facility

for a clinical trial? Was that an assumption based on the risk group of the

wild type virus or did someone set the containment level for you? Attenuation

allows a decrease in containment, as has been done with the attenuated

Venezualian equine encephalomyelitis vaccine strain TC-83 which can be

handled safely at BSL-2, (see BMBL. pg 189 Table 2).In a clinical trial this

is the level of the universal or standard precautions which would be required

anyway.

Diane Fleming

Biosafety Consultant

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 2 Jul 2001 13:43:47 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Air Shipments with Dry Ice

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.3.32.20010629073416.007008e4@aviron.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

I learned of this through an article in the current issue of "The Dark

Report".  A brief headline about this article can be found at the bottom

of the following web page:

http://www.darkreport.com/dark/current.htm

(Look for:  Airlines Want to Eliminate Dry Ice)

The actual article does not provide any references.  Sorry,

Tom

At 07:34 AM 6/29/01 -0700, you wrote:

>>>>

<excerpt>Tom -

Can you provide a reference to this public statement?  I'd like to learn

more.  Art Rutledge, Gary Lindsey - do you guys have any info on this

yet?  It doesn't make sense - eliminating dry ice in shipments will drive

all those who really need the lower temperature to ensure biological

inactivity to shipping by cryo, which seems more inherently dangerous to

me that controlled dry ice.  I must be missing a piece of the puzzle

...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and BSO

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

====================================

At 02:04 PM 6/28/01 -1000, you wrote:

>>>>

<excerpt>I have recently learned that the International Air

Transportation Association (IATA) has gone on public record that it

"intends to eliminate dry ice from shipping containers and believes that

shipping systems like the FrioBox will make this possible."  Has anyone

seen more information on this and/or have any experience with using the

FrioBox or similar systems?  Information on FrioBox can be found at:

http://www.friobox.com/english/friobox.shtml

Thanks,

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.

</excerpt><<<<<<<<

</excerpt><<<<<<<<

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.
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Date:         Tue, 3 Jul 2001 08:00:40 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hinz, Matthew" <HinzM@DVCHQ.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 Clinical Facility

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The original VEE is considered a BSL-3 agent, like TC-83, but it is my

understanding that TC-83 had similar issues until it was proven to  be

BSL-2.  Although studies in other animal models indicate no reversion,

because it has been genetically modified, the feeling from experts in the

field, is to classify it BSL-3 until after phase I studies.  Since VEE can

be shed by humans, it was decided to be better to be safe than sorry.  Also,

since this is a DoD funded activity there are political ramifications if

there is an incident.  We plan to request a downgrade after those studies.

-----Original Message-----

From: Diane Fleming [mailto:Dimerck@AOL.COM]

Sent: Monday, July 02, 2001 5:52 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL-3 Clinical Facility

    Why would a highly attenuated vaccine require a BSL-3 clinical facility

for a clinical trial? Was that an assumption based on the risk group of the

wild type virus or did someone set the containment level for you?

Attenuation

allows a decrease in containment, as has been done with the attenuated

Venezualian equine encephalomyelitis vaccine strain TC-83 which can be

handled safely at BSL-2, (see BMBL. pg 189 Table 2).In a clinical trial this

is the level of the universal or standard precautions which would be

required

anyway.

Diane Fleming

Biosafety Consultant

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jul 2001 16:00:17 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Burgener, Jyl A" <jab19768@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM>

Subject:      UK GMO Regulations

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Does anyone know the URL for the UK GMO regulations?  Thanking you in

advance for your assistance.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jul 2001 16:26:27 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: UK GMO Regulations

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Jyl,  Try http://www.hse.gov.uk and search for GMO.  Jack

----- Original Message -----

From: "Burgener, Jyl A" <jab19768@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, July 05, 2001 4:00 PM

Subject: UK GMO Regulations

> Does anyone know the URL for the UK GMO regulations?  Thanking you in

> advance for your assistance.

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jul 2001 13:35:51 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: UK GMO Regulations

In-Reply-To:  <9DEE49E3944DD211974B00805FE663DA04AB4302@us4n62.glaxo.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Jyl -

I'm told the UK regs are not readily available on the web.  There is a

booklet published by the government printing office that addresses the GMO

regs.  It may be an ACOP (Accepted Code of Practices) but I'm not sure.

I'm expecting to be in the UK in a week or two.  Since I need one myself, I

thought I'd just pop into Blackwell's and buy it - I'd be happy to also

pick one up for you if you don't need it immediately.  Meanwhile, if

someone comes up with a web site, I'd appreciate knowing it.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

=========================================================

At 04:00 PM 7/5/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Does anyone know the URL for the UK GMO regulations?  Thanking you in

>advance for your assistance.

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Jul 2001 09:50:12 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jean-Marc Collard <jcollard@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      Re: UK GMO Regulations

In-Reply-To:  <9DEE49E3944DD211974B00805FE663DA04AB4302@us4n62.glaxo.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>Does anyone know the URL for the UK GMO regulations?  Thanking you in

>advance for your assistance.

Jyl,

In addition to the answers of Jack Keene and Glenn Funk, you will find URLs to reach the UK regulations and competent authorities at http://biosafety.ihe.be/219ep/Links/CountEur.html

Jean-Marc

--

*************************************************************

* Dr Jean-Marc Collard                                      *

* Service of Biosafety and Biotechnology                    *

* Institute of Public Health                                *

* Ministry of Social Affairs, Public Health and Environment *

* Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14                            *

* B-1050 Brussels BELGIUM                                   *

* Ph: 322-6425293 Fx: 322-6425292                           *

* Email: jcollard@sbb.ihe.be                                 *

*************************************************************
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Date:         Mon, 9 Jul 2001 08:02:48 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ginger Brown <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biological Safety Topics till 2010

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I am writing the new AIHA White Book chapter titled "Biohazards

in the Work Environment".  Toward that end, I'd like to get some feedback

from biosafety professionals about the top 5-10 biological safety issuesNOW

and for perhaps the next decade.  What I'm looking for are *topical areasto

include in the text* to help it be/stay current.  For example, theexisting

chapter makes little or no mention of prions, and I'll be putting muchmore

in about those.  The current chapter doesn't do much if anything with

bioterrism, and I'll add something about that.  I can research and fill in

the technical details on the issues included, but would appreciate any

opinions and advice on *what* to put in.

Please respond directly to me instead of the whole biosafty list.

Thanks for any ideas and comments that you care to offer.

Timothy J. Ryan, Ph.D., CIH, CSP

Assistant Professor and Industrial

     Hygiene Program Coordinator

E 327 Grover Center

Ohio University

Athens, OH 45701-2979

740/593-2134

740/593-0555 (fax)

ryant@ohio.edu

http://oak.cats.ohiou.edu/~ryant/

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Jul 2001 15:00:28 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: UK GMO Regulations

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.3.32.20010705133551.0070dddc@aviron.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

The compendium of guidance to the Regulations, but not the regulations

themselves - which cost #13.50, is at:

http://www.hse.gov.uk/hthdir/noframes/acgmcomp/acgmcomp.htm

Unfortunately, we in Britain have to stretch our budgets to purchase

essential legal information  such as the Regulations because the government

departments that formerly distributed such things were converted into

"Agencies" and ordered to charge market rates for their services.  This was

one of Margaret Thatcher's many insane schemes that we still suffer from. I

think the rationale behind this was that if you could get sufficient income

in this way, you could dramatically reduce taxation, and abolish many of the

functions of government. Hence important documents are often not available

on the web but from a privatised publishing house that is no longer

government-owned.

Those of you who have made the trip across the pond and then tried to use

U.K. public services such as public transport or hospital emergency services

will be aware that these flawed attempts to reduce the role of government

have substantially reduced the quality of life in the U.K.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Glenn Funk

> Sent: 05 July 2001 21:36

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: UK GMO Regulations

>

>

> Jyl -

>

> I'm told the UK regs are not readily available on the web.  There is a

> booklet published by the government printing office that addresses the GMO

> regs.  It may be an ACOP (Accepted Code of Practices) but I'm not sure.

> I'm expecting to be in the UK in a week or two.  Since I need one

> myself, I

> thought I'd just pop into Blackwell's and buy it - I'd be happy to also

> pick one up for you if you don't need it immediately.  Meanwhile, if

> someone comes up with a web site, I'd appreciate knowing it.

>

> -- Glenn

>

> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> Director and Biosafety Officer

> Environmental Health & Safety

> Aviron

> 408-845-8857

>

> =========================================================

>

> At 04:00 PM 7/5/01 -0400, you wrote:

> >Does anyone know the URL for the UK GMO regulations?  Thanking you in

> >advance for your assistance.

> >

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Jul 2001 13:00:20 -0400

Reply-To:     maryann@eagleson.org

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mary-Ann Sondrini <maryann@EAGLESON.ORG>

Subject:      ABSA Honor Awards

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Dear Colleague,

The Awards Committee is seeking nominations for the Wedum, Hanel, and

Richardson Honor Awards. Please take a few minutes and nominate someone!

All nominations are kept active for three years.

The easiest way to submit your candidate is to go to www.absa.org, and

click on Nominations for Honor Awards in the Announcements section. You can

then fill out the form on-line or print and fax it.

If you have any questions, feel free to call me at 207/490-1076. The

deadline is July 13th, so please don't delay!

Thank you,

Mary Ann Sondrini

Chair, Awards Committee

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Jul 2001 08:44:16 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biological Safety Topics till 2010
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Dr. Ryan:

You wrote--

>I am writing the new AIHA White Book chapter titled "Biohazards

>in the Work Environment".  Toward that end, I'd like to get somefeedback

>from biosafety professionals about the top 5-10 biological safetyissues

NOW

>and for perhaps the next decade.  What I'm looking for are *topicalareas

to

>include in the text* to help it be/stay current.  For example, theexisting

>chapter makes little or no mention of prions, and I'll be putting muchmore

>in about those.  The current chapter doesn't do much if anything with

>bioterrism, and I'll add something about that.  I can research andfill in

>the technical details on the issues included, but would appreciate any

>opinions and advice on *what* to put in.

I've also copied in the biosafety list, because I believe it's a useful

discussion to have, particularly to those of us in ABSA as well.

I don't know how you are defining work environment.  For those of us in

academic medical centers/biomedical research environments, I believethere

are some key different focuses than those in more general research

universities.  We don't have an engineering school for example, but weare

now seeing engineering students from a sister school in Colorado,because of

the the directions in bio-medical engineering and medical device

development.  Bioterrorism, is from my perspective, an interesting

intellectual aside, however, exempt from the Select Agents act, not a

critical area of research at this time and so not a day to day part ofour

work environment.  I cannot begin to imagine what the agricultural(plant,

animal pathogens) research folks are up to.  Another focus forengineering

groups, that I hear about, is wastewater treatment.  Are there ways to

easily educate non-microbiologists, non-virologists about what to doand

expect?

So from this limited perspective, I would venture that for our

worker/workplace issues:

1) prions

2) exposure to other proteins in large quantitites; as proteomicsexpands,

what are the risks for humans to become sensitized and develop allergic

responses, not unlike the development of latex allergies

3) exposure to experimental drugs, particularly in pre-clinical trialsin

animal studies

4) work with recombinant DNA and RNA and viral vectors as it pertainsto

human worker exposures (e.g. respiratory therapy administered withinhaled

vectors)

5) education of all the parties, from housekeeping through maintenance,to

researchers--how to best explain the real hazards and the effective

preventive steps, how to encourage personal responsibility--but maybethat's

a separate chapter.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO=A0 80262

Voice:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

email:=A0=A0=A0 therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu
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 I have  a publication from the UK dating from 1996 ( when I was last

over) called " A Guide to Genetically Modified Organisms ( Contained Use)

Regulations, 1992 as ammended in 1996, Health and Safety Executive (HSE).

 ISBN 07176 1186 8

 The other publication I have wich also addresses the issue of GMOs is

obtained from the same place ( below). It is the equivalent of BMBL or

LBG

 " Categorisation of BIological agents acording to  hazard categories of

containment" Advisory Committee on Dangerous Pathogens 4th edition 1995 (

there may be a more recent version by now) HSE publications

There is no web site address but here is the mail order and telephone #

 HSE Books

 PO box 1999

Sudbury,

Suffolk.  CO106FS

 England

 tel 01787 881165 ( add country code before these numbers - from Canada

its 01144 and delete the 0 at the beginning of the  local number)

 Hope this helps,

Gillian

"Burgener, Jyl A" wrote:

> Does anyone know the URL for the UK GMO regulations?  Thanking you in

> advance for your assistance.

--

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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One of our labs has recently had a spill of ethidium bromide that

contaminated an area of about 9 square feet of floor tile. This area has

been superficially cleaned, but ethidium bromide is still present in the

tiles. Our maintenance staff would like to replace the floor tile, but their

typical procedure is to use a heat gun to loosen the floor tiles (yes we

know about the potential asbestos issues here) . Our concern is that this

may volatilize ethidium bromide or create hazardous decomposition

by-products. Does anyone have experience or procedures for removing floor

tile that is contaminated with ethidium bromide?

Thanks.

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu <mailto:cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu>
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In sections III-D-2-b, III-D-3-d, and III-D-4-a of the NIH Guidelines it

states, "A U.S. Department of Agriculture permit is required for work with

plant or animal pathogens."  The USDA permit referred to in the footnotes

says it is for the import and interstate transfer of animal pathogens (not

necessarily "use").  Nowhere does it define "animal pathogen".  In Appendix

B-V of the Guidelines, it lists "Animal Viral Etiological Agents in Common

Use."  Are these animal pathogens that required a USDA permit for use?

Help, I am so confused.  If anyone can shed some light, or has been through

the USDA permit process and knows what does and does not need a permit,

please contact me.

Thanks.

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu <mailto:cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Jul 2001 23:34:24 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Diane Fleming <Dimerck@AOL.COM>
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    Don't panic. There is a  list in BMBL with animal pathogens which require

an import permit or an APHIS permit for use in the USA. Years ago they were

called Class 5 agents by the CDC and that term got into the NIH guidelines.

When the NIH guldelines were revised, Class 5 was removed since only the 4

Risk Groups for human pathogens were to be included.   If itis not on that

list, your best bet would be to contact your closest APHIS office and ask

them about the agent you have in mind.. There are some strains of animal

pathogens which are a problem, some which are not. It is not a black and

white issue.

    That list of Animal Viral Etiological Agents in Common Use." does not

state that they require a permit because they do not. The list was compiled

to give a risk classification for those agents because, although they are not

human pathogens, they needed to be classified for sake of the many users. I

remember that discussion at the RAC meeting.

I hope that helps. Diane

Diane O. Fleming, Ph.D.

Biosafety Consultant

15611 Plumwood Court

Bowie, MD 20716-1434

Tel. 301-249-3951 or Tel/FAX 301-249-8837

e-mail Dimerck@aol.com
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Hi Cheri,

Diane gave good pointers re: USDA permit.  I would just like to add one

item - your local state.  Your local Aggie dept may require a permit to

use, ship, store some agents that the USDA does not require a permit

for.  The USDA permit application is passed to the state Aggie dept. and

your state may require that you go this route whether  It gets confusing

and tracking down the people can be fustrating.

Good luck,

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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From my dealings with labs, I have been told that bleach will destroy

ethidium bromide quite nicely.

But why use heat?  Are your maintenance people familiar with the dry ice

method?

Put dry ice on the tile and let it set.

The tiles will shrink and become brittle.  It can now be brought up with a

broad knife and hammer.  This is the opposite of the heat method with a

similar result.

The downside is that the mastik does not become soft.

Bob

>

>

>One of our labs has recently had a spill of ethidium bromide that

>contaminated an area of about 9 square feet of floor tile. This area has

>been superficially cleaned, but ethidium bromide is still present in the

>tiles. Our maintenance staff would like to replace the floor tile, but

>their typical procedure is to use a heat gun to loosen the floor

>tiles (yes we know about the potential asbestos issues here) . Our concern

>is that this may volatilize ethidium bromide or create hazardous

>decomposition by-products. Does anyone have experience or procedures for

>removing floor tile that is contaminated with ethidium bromide?

>

>

>

>Thanks.

>

>

>

>Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

>Environmental Health and Safety Officer

>The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

>P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

>Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

>405/271-3000

>FAX 405/271-1606

>cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Hello Cheri,

Cheri Marcham wrote:

> One of our labs has recently had a spill of ethidium bromide that

> contaminated an area of about 9 square feet of floor tile. This area

> has been superficially cleaned, but ethidium bromide is still present

> in the tiles. Our maintenance staff would like to replace the floor

> tile, but their typical procedure is to use a heat gun to loosen the

> floor tiles (yes we know about the potential asbestos issues here) .

> Our concern is that this may volatilize ethidium bromide or create

> hazardous decomposition by-products. Does anyone have experience or

> procedures for removing floor tile that is contaminated with ethidium

> bromide?

Many people use bleach to "deactivate" ethidiujm bromide, however it

isn't as simple as splash it on and its gone.  It is a rather detailed

process and the by-products are nasty as well.  I would just tread the

floor tile as hazardous waste when you get them out.

As for removing them?  My favourite tool for such jobs is a heavy duty

ice chipper.  You just pry (break) apart a tile where you wish to start

removing and pry away.  Floor tile, if it does contain asbestos will be

1-5% chrysotile asbestos at most and bound tightly to the matrix so the

creation of hazardous dust is next to zero with hand tools (although as

a Canuck I do not know what your local asbestos regs are).  If you are

worried about asbestos just sample one tile that is not contaminated and

get it analysed.  That will let you know for sure.

Good luck and let me know if I can answer your questions further.

Dave
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We have had similar issues with chemical spills and have used chunks of dry

ice.  You just need to leave the ice in contact with the tile about 3

minutes and the tile can be chipped up pretty easily.  Takes a little

longer than chemical stippers or heat guns but it does the trick.

--On Tuesday, July 10, 2001 5:04 PM -0500 Cheri Marcham

<Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU> wrote:

>

> One of our labs has recently had a spill of ethidium bromide that

> contaminated an area of about 9 square feet of floor tile. This area has

> been superficially cleaned, but ethidium bromide is still present in the

> tiles. Our maintenance staff would like to replace the floor tile, but

> their typical procedure is to use a heat gun to loosen the floor tiles

> (yes we know about the potential asbestos issues here) . Our concern is

> that this may volatilize ethidium bromide or create hazardous

> decomposition by-products. Does anyone have experience or procedures for

> removing floor tile that is contaminated with ethidium bromide?

>

> Thanks.

>

> Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

> Environmental Health and Safety Officer

> The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

> P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

> Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

> 405/271-3000

> FAX 405/271-1606

> cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

Melissa Burik

Carnegie Mellon University

Environmental Health & Safety

412-268-7501 voice

412-268-6976 fax
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Cheri-

Both Richard and Diane are right.  I have been through the USDA-APHIS and

USDA-PPQ (plant) process for our offices in Missouri and Florida.  I have

found that some states require a permit for animal or plant pathogens that

are not so stated in regulations or literature (BMBL).  For your state, the

best bet is to send a letter to the Dept of Ag, Area Veterinarian in Charge,

explaining who you are, what pathogens you plan to use and where you plan to

work (containment).  They will let you know if you need a permit.  I have

found the state offices quite helpful.  Be prepared for USDA to require an

audit of the laboratory when requesting animal pathogen permits.  I have

been through two audits, one at our Kansas City Missouri lab and the other

recently at our Florida laboratory.  They audits are geared toward

biosecurity.  They want to know who is in charge of the pathogen, where it

is stored, how you train your employees, how you screen them before they

work in the lab, how employees leave the lab, what type of livestock or pets

do the employees have and what you would do in the event of the pathogen is

released into the environment.

Good luck.  Call me if you would like to talk about the USDA process in

detail.

Melina

Melina Kinsey

Safety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Richard Fink

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2001 8:58 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: USDA Animal Pathogen permit?

Hi Cheri,

Diane gave good pointers re: USDA permit.  I would just like to add one

item - your local state.  Your local Aggie dept may require a permit to use,

ship, store some agents that the USDA does not require a permit for.  The

USDA permit application is passed to the state Aggie dept. and your state

may require that you go this route whether  It gets confusing and tracking

down the people can be fustrating.

Good luck,

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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I have a lab that is using a commercial source of E. coli LPS and would

like to dispose of this appropriately.  The MSDS sheet only recommends

incineration.  We do not have the option to incinerate and autoclaving

is not going to do it.  I have considered the use of polymyxin but am

unsure of this method.  Are any chemical treatments effectively used by

other labs?

Thanks,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu
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I understand the dry ice method might be "easier".  However, if the

tiles are asbestos containing, you have the potential of releasing

fibers into the air.  The whole purpose of the heat method is to remove

the tiles intact.  When you start to break them up you need to consider

the asbestos regulations including containment, respirators and the

like.  We try to remove tiles intact as much as possible to avoid that.

Michele Crase

******************************************

Michele Crase

Environmental Health and Safety

Northern Illinois University

DeKalb, IL

mcrase@niu.edu

815-753-9251

>>> Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU 07/10/01 05:04PM >>>

One of our labs has recently had a spill of ethidium bromide that

contaminated an area of about 9 square feet of floor tile. This area

has

been superficially cleaned, but ethidium bromide is still present in

the

tiles. Our maintenance staff would like to replace the floor tile, but

their

typical procedure is to use a heat gun to loosen the floor tiles (yes

we

know about the potential asbestos issues here) . Our concern is that

this

may volatilize ethidium bromide or create hazardous decomposition

by-products. Does anyone have experience or procedures for removing

floor

tile that is contaminated with ethidium bromide?

Thanks.

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu <mailto:cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu>
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My understanding is that the asbestos content is quite low, it does not

become fryable and the method is quite successful at removing the tiles

intact.

I have never done this my self so i cannot vouch for it.

Bob

>I understand the dry ice method might be "easier".  However, if the

>tiles are asbestos containing, you have the potential of releasing

>fibers into the air.  The whole purpose of the heat method is to remove

>the tiles intact.  When you start to break them up you need to consider

>the asbestos regulations including containment, respirators and the

>like.  We try to remove tiles intact as much as possible to avoid that.

>

>Michele Crase

>

>******************************************

>Michele Crase

>Environmental Health and Safety

>Northern Illinois University

>DeKalb, IL

>mcrase@niu.edu

>815-753-9251

>

>>>> Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU 07/10/01 05:04PM >>>

>One of our labs has recently had a spill of ethidium bromide that

>contaminated an area of about 9 square feet of floor tile. This area

>has

>been superficially cleaned, but ethidium bromide is still present in

>the

>tiles. Our maintenance staff would like to replace the floor tile, but

>their

>typical procedure is to use a heat gun to loosen the floor tiles (yes

>we

>know about the potential asbestos issues here) . Our concern is that

>this

>may volatilize ethidium bromide or create hazardous decomposition

>by-products. Does anyone have experience or procedures for removing

>floor

>tile that is contaminated with ethidium bromide?

>

>Thanks.

>

>Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

>Environmental Health and Safety Officer

>The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

>P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

>Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

>405/271-3000

>FAX 405/271-1606

>cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu <mailto:cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide spill

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

When removing the tile, depending on the asbestos content and they be come

friable, asbestos fibers can take up to 80 hours to settle. An airborne

asbestos fiber can move laterally with air currents and contaminate spaces

removed from the point of release. Fiber release may occur in several ways:

        Fallout: Old and/or deteriorated asbestos fibers may become airborne

due to damage or destruction of the bonding agents used to hold the asbestos

product together. Fallout may result in fibers being deposited on horizontal

surfaces over time due to humidity, vibration or aging.

        Contact: Striking, cutting and drilling may release fibers into the

environment. Air erosion is also a form of contact and may release fibers to

the environment from damaged or exposed material.

Reentrainment: Sweeping, dusting or unfiltered vacuuming of settled dust may

result in asbestos fibers being re-suspended into the atmosphere.

> ----------

> From:         Robert N. Latsch[SMTP:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Wednesday, July 11, 2001 12:58 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide spill

>

> My understanding is that the asbestos content is quite low, it does not

> become fryable and the method is quite successful at removing the tiles

> intact.

>

> I have never done this my self so i cannot vouch for it.

>

> Bob

>

> >I understand the dry ice method might be "easier".  However, if the

> >tiles are asbestos containing, you have the potential of releasing

> >fibers into the air.  The whole purpose of the heat method is to remove

> >the tiles intact.  When you start to break them up you need to consider

> >the asbestos regulations including containment, respirators and the

> >like.  We try to remove tiles intact as much as possible to avoid that.

> >

> >Michele Crase

> >

> >******************************************

> >Michele Crase

> >Environmental Health and Safety

> >Northern Illinois University

> >DeKalb, IL

> >mcrase@niu.edu

> >815-753-9251

> >

> >>>> Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU 07/10/01 05:04PM >>>

> >One of our labs has recently had a spill of ethidium bromide that

> >contaminated an area of about 9 square feet of floor tile. This area

> >has

> >been superficially cleaned, but ethidium bromide is still present in

> >the

> >tiles. Our maintenance staff would like to replace the floor tile, but

> >their

> >typical procedure is to use a heat gun to loosen the floor tiles (yes

> >we

> >know about the potential asbestos issues here) . Our concern is that

> >this

> >may volatilize ethidium bromide or create hazardous decomposition

> >by-products. Does anyone have experience or procedures for removing

> >floor

> >tile that is contaminated with ethidium bromide?

> >

> >Thanks.

> >

> >Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

> >Environmental Health and Safety Officer

> >The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

> >P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

> >Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

> >405/271-3000

> >FAX 405/271-1606

> >cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu <mailto:cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu>

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      /

> _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

> Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Jul 2001 13:51:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cheri Marcham <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USDA Animal Pathogen permit?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I found it.  I didn't think to look in the BMBL.  Thanks!

Cheri

-----Original Message-----

From: Diane Fleming [mailto:Dimerck@AOL.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2001 10:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: USDA Animal Pathogen permit?

    Don't panic. There is a  list in BMBL with animal pathogens which

require

an import permit or an APHIS permit for use in the USA. Years ago they were

called Class 5 agents by the CDC and that term got into the NIH guidelines.

When the NIH guldelines were revised, Class 5 was removed since only the 4

Risk Groups for human pathogens were to be included.   If itis not on that

list, your best bet would be to contact your closest APHIS office and ask

them about the agent you have in mind.. There are some strains of animal

pathogens which are a problem, some which are not. It is not a black and

white issue.

    That list of Animal Viral Etiological Agents in Common Use." does not

state that they require a permit because they do not. The list was compiled

to give a risk classification for those agents because, although they are

not

human pathogens, they needed to be classified for sake of the many users. I

remember that discussion at the RAC meeting.

I hope that helps. Diane

Diane O. Fleming, Ph.D.

Biosafety Consultant

15611 Plumwood Court

Bowie, MD 20716-1434

Tel. 301-249-3951 or Tel/FAX 301-249-8837

e-mail Dimerck@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jul 2001 07:19:08 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide spill

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

just a some info : our floor tile contain little, if any, asbestos. Its the

mastic underneath that has the regulatory guys in an uproar.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jul 2001 09:13:16 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide spill

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Query,

A new Science Lab is going to be build on a private school campus in

California.  What is the minimum requirement for air compressors?  Also,

regarding Exhaust, is there any new method rather then hooded to the

outside?

> ----------

> From:         Kim Auletta[SMTP:kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, July 12, 2001 6:19 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide spill

>

> just a some info : our floor tile contain little, if any, asbestos. Its

> the

> mastic underneath that has the regulatory guys in an uproar.

>

> Kim Auletta

> Lab Safety Specialist

> Environmental Health and Safety

> SUNY Stony Brook

> 110 Suffolk Hall

> Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> PHONE: 631-632-9672

> FAX: 631-632-9683

> E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jul 2001 13:39:46 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide spill

In-Reply-To:  <A1F4836938FCD3118577005004675D23068D9FEF@ecmail1.lacoe.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I have no knowlege of any requirements for air compressors.  I do however

have a comment on the type of compressor.

We have an interesting problem with a building that went up about 8 years

ago.  The archetect insisted on a water sealed pump for compressed air.

We have had a continuing problem with equipment in the building.  Tubing

hardens and cracks, metal corrodes.  We have sent samples out for analysis.

As well as back to the manufacturers.  The verdict is chlorine

contamination.

We have no proof except for some antedotal evidence from a private group

who used a similar pump and had similar problems.  The problems went away

when they replaced the pump.

Since we have no other possible sources or solutions, we are suggesting

that the department might want to replace their pump and see if that solves

their problem.  An expensive way to go on a guess.  But we are out of ideas.

What we believe is happening is that the chlorine in the water is

vaporising and contaminating the air in the system which causes the rapid

deterioration of both plastics and metals. We have tried several samples

with negative results.  If the chlorine is the culprit, it is in very low

concentrations.

This is one pump that we will not recommend because of our suspicions.

Does anybody have any thought or ideas?

Bob

>Query,

>

>A new Science Lab is going to be build on a private school campus in

>California.  What is the minimum requirement for air compressors?  Also,

>regarding Exhaust, is there any new method rather then hooded to the

>outside?

>

>> ----------

>> From:         Kim Auletta[SMTP:kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

>> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

>> Sent:         Thursday, July 12, 2001 6:19 AM

>> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>> Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide spill

>>

>> just a some info : our floor tile contain little, if any, asbestos. Its

>> the

>> mastic underneath that has the regulatory guys in an uproar.

>>

>> Kim Auletta

>> Lab Safety Specialist

>> Environmental Health and Safety

>> SUNY Stony Brook

>> 110 Suffolk Hall

>> Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

>> PHONE: 631-632-9672

>> FAX: 631-632-9683

>> E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

>>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jul 2001 11:38:05 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU>

Subject:      Formaldehyde Decon of rooms or equipment

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="ISO-8859-1"

Hello

Is there a written procedure on formaldehyde gas decontamination of rooms or

equipment I can link on the internet to or find in a reference?

Thank you-

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

University of Wyoming Environmental Health and Safety

Laramie Wyoming USA

dalrympl@uwyo.edu     307-766-2723

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jul 2001 14:15:14 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Williams, Eleanor" <ewilliams@SLD.STATE.NM.US>

Subject:      Phosgene

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Does anyone know how I can get rid of a cylinder of Phosgene?  Our local

hazardous waste disposal company doesn't want to have anything to do with

the stuff.

I would appreciate your feedback.

Thank you

Eleanor Williams

Quality Assurance Director / Safety Officer

Scientific Laboratory Division

New Mexico Department of Health

700 Camino De Salud

P.O. Box 4700

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87196-4700

Phone: 505-841-2585

Fax:     505-841-2543

Email:  ewilliams@sld.state.nm.us

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jul 2001 16:17:19 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Phosgene

In-Reply-To:  <F6D56A401C55E84380F108AB0098436B01BCB3@passport.sld.state.nm.us>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Phosgene is nasty stuff.

have you tried the people you bought this from?

Bob

>Does anyone know how I can get rid of a cylinder of Phosgene?  Our local

>hazardous waste disposal company doesn't want to have anything to do with

>the stuff.

>

>I would appreciate your feedback.

>

>Thank you

>

>Eleanor Williams

>Quality Assurance Director / Safety Officer

>Scientific Laboratory Division

>New Mexico Department of Health

>700 Camino De Salud

>P.O. Box 4700

>Albuquerque, New Mexico 87196-4700

>Phone: 505-841-2585

>Fax:     505-841-2543

>Email:  ewilliams@sld.state.nm.us

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jul 2001 14:49:51 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Williams, Eleanor" <ewilliams@SLD.STATE.NM.US>

Subject:      Phosgene

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Unfortunately, the phosgene was purchased so long ago that there are not any

records indicating the company that it was purchased from.

Eleanor Williams

Quality Assurance Director / Safety Officer

Scientific Laboratory Division

New Mexico Department of Health

700 Camino De Salud

P.O. Box 4700

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87196-4700

Phone: 505-841-2585

Fax:     505-841-2543

Email:  ewilliams@sld.state.nm.us

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jul 2001 17:07:32 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Griffith <dgriffit@UWO.CA>

Organization: The University of Western Ontario

Subject:      Re: Phosgene

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------9D6E347C1AFF9608DD643179"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------9D6E347C1AFF9608DD643179

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello Eleanor,

"Williams, Eleanor" wrote:

> Does anyone know how I can get rid of a cylinder of Phosgene?  Our local

> hazardous waste disposal company doesn't want to have anything to do with

> the stuff.

>

> I would appreciate your feedback.

I would contact your current speciality gas supplier if your hazmat disposal

company will not touch it.  We usually have the initial supplier take it back

for free (sometimes for a fee).  If you do not know the supplier at least

your current supplier will have the ability to take it and get rid of it (get

your cheque book open though).

A word of warning though, as with any chlorine containing molecule phosgene

will have attacked the valve on your cylinder.  If it is open and on a

regulator you have a big problem on your hands as I'll bet you will never get

it closed again.  If it has been opened and closed in the past I'll bet you

will never get it opened again.  The most important thing is to get rid of

the thing before it fails due to the corrosion.  We ask researchers to keep

corrosive gas cylinders on campus for no more than 6 months before disposing

of them.  I have had to deal with two leaking phosgene cylinders in the past

due to the cylinder ageing.

Phosgene, unlike a fine red wine, does not improve with age!

Best of luck and let me know if I can advise you any further.

Dave

--------------9D6E347C1AFF9608DD643179

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="dgriffit.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for David Griffith

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="dgriffit.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Griffith;David

tel;pager:restricted

tel;cell:restricted

tel;fax:519-661-3987

tel;home:restricted

tel;work:519-661-2036

x-mozilla-html:TRUE

url:www.uwo.ca/ohs

org:The University of Western Ontario;Occupational Health & Safety

adr:;;1151 Richmond St.;London;Ontario;N6A 5B9;Canada

version:2.1

email;internet:dgriffit@uwo.ca

title:Hazardous Materials Officer

fn:David Griffith

end:vcard

--------------9D6E347C1AFF9608DD643179--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jul 2001 08:12:56 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Phosgene

In-Reply-To:  <3B4E1193.1AC29C06@uwo.ca>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Phosgene has been used in warfare. Contact your local army base. If they are

like the British Army, they will be willing to help. In the UK, bombs

(mostly explosive, but occasionally gas) from World War 2 and earlier are

still discovered from time to time. Our army deals with these and regards it

as a useful training exercise to allow their personnel to practice their

skills.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of David Griffith

> Sent: 12 July 2001 22:08

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Phosgene

>

>

> Hello Eleanor,

>

> "Williams, Eleanor" wrote:

>

> > Does anyone know how I can get rid of a cylinder of Phosgene?  Our local

> > hazardous waste disposal company doesn't want to have anything

> to do with

> > the stuff.

> >

> > I would appreciate your feedback.

>

> I would contact your current speciality gas supplier if your

> hazmat disposal

> company will not touch it.  We usually have the initial supplier

> take it back

> for free (sometimes for a fee).  If you do not know the supplier at least

> your current supplier will have the ability to take it and get

> rid of it (get

> your cheque book open though).

>

> A word of warning though, as with any chlorine containing

> molecule phosgene

> will have attacked the valve on your cylinder.  If it is open and on a

> regulator you have a big problem on your hands as I'll bet you

> will never get

> it closed again.  If it has been opened and closed in the past

> I'll bet you

> will never get it opened again.  The most important thing is to get rid of

> the thing before it fails due to the corrosion.  We ask

> researchers to keep

> corrosive gas cylinders on campus for no more than 6 months

> before disposing

> of them.  I have had to deal with two leaking phosgene cylinders

> in the past

> due to the cylinder ageing.

>

> Phosgene, unlike a fine red wine, does not improve with age!

>

> Best of luck and let me know if I can advise you any further.

>

> Dave

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jul 2001 08:14:50 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Williams, Eleanor" <ewilliams@SLD.STATE.NM.US>

Subject:      Phosgene

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Thank you everyone for your help on the phosgene issue.  It is nice to know

that there are experts out there who I can call upon.  :)

****************************************************

Eleanor Williams

Quality Assurance Director / Safety Officer

Scientific Laboratory Division

New Mexico Department of Health

700 Camino De Salud

P.O. Box 4700

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87196-4700

Phone: 505-841-2585

Fax:     505-841-2543

Email:  ewilliams@sld.state.nm.us

****************************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jul 2001 09:37:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Giles, Carol A." <cgiles@ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Phosgene

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I used to have to get rid of such stuff from a research hospital.  I would

call the vendor and sometimes they would come and retrieve it.  There was

also an explosive and odd chemical destruction company in the Illinois area

called ETSC (Emergency Technical Services Company, I believe.)  You might

want to see if they are still around.  You might also call your local EPA

office and see what they recommend.

Carol A. Giles, MPH, CIH

Industrial Hygienist/Safety Specialist

Argonne National Laboratory

9700 S. Cass Ave., Bldg. 200

Argonne, IL 60439

email: cgiles@anl.gov

(630) 252-3427

-----Original Message-----

From: Williams, Eleanor [mailto:ewilliams@SLD.STATE.NM.US]

Sent: July 12, 2001 3:15 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Phosgene

Does anyone know how I can get rid of a cylinder of Phosgene?  Our local

hazardous waste disposal company doesn't want to have anything to do with

the stuff.

I would appreciate your feedback.

Thank you

Eleanor Williams

Quality Assurance Director / Safety Officer

Scientific Laboratory Division

New Mexico Department of Health

700 Camino De Salud

P.O. Box 4700

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87196-4700

Phone: 505-841-2585

Fax:     505-841-2543

Email:  ewilliams@sld.state.nm.us

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Jul 2001 11:23:49 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd:Shipping Stachy.

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_179419982==_.ALT"

--=====================_179419982==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>

>

>We recently received a request from a researcher to investigate whether he

>should transfer a pure culture of Stachybotrys chartarum (agent suspected of

>being responsible for "sick-building syndrome") to a homeopathic medical

>facility within the United States.  In their request they state "We will be

>placing it into a tightly sealed bottle vial for EAV testing from which we

>can design treatments for our clinic that may involve IV's, p.o. meds, etc."

>As far as we can tell EAV testing refers to Electro-acupuncture by Voll (see

>description at end of e-mail if interested).  The BMBL states that

>"Biosafety Level 2 practices and facilities are recommended for propagating

>and manipulating cultures known to contain these agents" therefore I was

>going to recommend it not be transferred unless they provide evidence that

>they have a BSL 2 facility.  It is not on the select agents list.  Anyone

>out there aware of any other regulations etc. I could use to recommend

>against sending this agent?  Thanks in advance.

>

>Aurali Dade, CHO, BSO

>Laboratory Safety Manager

>TTUHSC Safety Services

>(806)743-2597

>

>  According to http://www.drsjsievers.com/eav.html

>(EAV testing was developed in the 1950's by Reinhold Voll, a German medical

>doctor with a significant background in engineering. His studies showed

>conclusively that the acupuncture points used for millennia by Chinese

>physicians were in fact, more electrically active than the tissue around

>them. By measuring the bioenergetic properties of the body's meridians at

>acupoints it indicates whether the meridian is stressed, balanced or

>weakened.  EAV is a diagnostic screening device to measure the various

>electro-magnetic frequencies emitted by the body in order to detect

>imbalances that may be causing present illness or contributing to future

>disease. These disturbed energy flows can then be returned to their normal,

>healthy state through the input of electro-magnetic signals that

>specifically counteract the affected frequencies to restore a normal energy

>balance within the body.  EAV can be used to detect almost every known

>disease, chemical toxin, food allergy, and disregulation in organ and

>glandular systems. EAV screening can be used to test various remedies

>(herbs, vitamins, homeopathics, etc.) to determine which one will correct

>the problem.)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Jul 2001 11:37:48 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@OSPREY.SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Fwd:Shipping Stachy.

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I would recommend sending the mold and a broken bottle of nerve gas too.

Homeopathic medical facility is a contradiction in terms.  Pathetic is abetter word.

This EAV is junk science and must be stopped.  None of this is proven todo anything but harm patients and society.  The "explanation/history" ispure drivel.

We are much better off without these EAV folks.  Good riddance.

Norm

Physical Address:

Norman Umberger, P.E.

Compliance Officer

Business Office

First Floor of Margaret Brent Hall

(just south of the HSMC PO on MD Route 5)

mailing address:

NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

18952 E FISHER RD

ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

Phone: 240-895-4198

Fax: 240-895-4281

email: NUMBerger@smcm.edu

>>> Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU> 07/18 11:23 AM >>>

>

>

>We recently received a request from a researcher to investigate whetherhe

>should transfer a pure culture of Stachybotrys chartarum (agent suspectedof

>being responsible for "sick-building syndrome") to a homeopathic medical

>facility within the United States.  In their request they state "We willbe

>placing it into a tightly sealed bottle vial for EAV testing from whichwe

>can design treatments for our clinic that may involve IV's, p.o. meds,etc."

>As far as we can tell EAV testing refers to Electro-acupuncture by Voll(see

>description at end of e-mail if interested).  The BMBL states that

>"Biosafety Level 2 practices and facilities are recommended for propagatin=

g

>and manipulating cultures known to contain these agents" therefore I was

>going to recommend it not be transferred unless they provide evidencethat

>they have a BSL 2 facility.  It is not on the select agents list.  Anyone

>out there aware of any other regulations etc. I could use to recommend

>against sending this agent?  Thanks in advance.

>

>Aurali Dade, CHO, BSO

>Laboratory Safety Manager

>TTUHSC Safety Services

>(806)743-2597

>

>  According to http://www.drsjsievers.com/eav.html

>(EAV testing was developed in the 1950's by Reinhold Voll, a Germanmedical

>doctor with a significant background in engineering. His studies showed

>conclusively that the acupuncture points used for millennia by Chinese

>physicians were in fact, more electrically active than the tissue around

>them. By measuring the bioenergetic properties of the body's meridians at

>acupoints it indicates whether the meridian is stressed, balanced or

>weakened.  EAV is a diagnostic screening device to measure the various

>electro-magnetic frequencies emitted by the body in order to detect

>imbalances that may be causing present illness or contributing to future

>disease. These disturbed energy flows can then be returned to theirnormal,

>healthy state through the input of electro-magnetic signals that

>specifically counteract the affected frequencies to restore a normalenergy

>balance within the body.  EAV can be used to detect almost every known

>disease, chemical toxin, food allergy, and disregulation in organ and

>glandular systems. EAV screening can be used to test various remedies

>(herbs, vitamins, homeopathics, etc.) to determine which one will correct

>the problem.)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Jul 2001 10:33:25 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Stachy.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

There is no requirement that your investigator comply with this request.  If

you are not comfortable that this requesting laboratory is sufficiently well

trained, experienced, and set up for Biosafety Level, then just say NO.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Pager:   303-266-5402

Fax:      303-315-8026

email:    therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu <mailto:therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 18, 2001 9:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fwd:Shipping Stachy.

We recently received a request from a researcher to investigate whether he

should transfer a pure culture of Stachybotrys chartarum (agent suspected of

being responsible for "sick-building syndrome") to a homeopathic medical

facility within the United States.  In their request they state "We will be

placing it into a tightly sealed bottle vial for EAV testing from which we

can design treatments for our clinic that may involve IV's, p.o. meds, etc."

As far as we can tell EAV testing refers to Electro-acupuncture by Voll (see

description at end of e-mail if interested).  The BMBL states that

"Biosafety Level 2 practices and facilities are recommended for propagating

and manipulating cultures known to contain these agents" therefore I was

going to recommend it not be transferred unless they provide evidence that

they have a BSL 2 facility.  It is not on the select agents list.  Anyone

out there aware of any other regulations etc. I could use to recommend

against sending this agent?  Thanks in advance.

Aurali Dade, CHO, BSO

Laboratory Safety Manager

TTUHSC Safety Services

(806)743-2597

 According to http://www.drsjsievers.com/eav.html

<http://www.drsjsievers.com/eav.html>

(EAV testing was developed in the 1950's by Reinhold Voll, a German medical

doctor with a significant background in engineering. His studies showed

conclusively that the acupuncture points used for millennia by Chinese

physicians were in fact, more electrically active than the tissue around

them. By measuring the bioenergetic properties of the body's meridians at

acupoints it indicates whether the meridian is stressed, balanced or

weakened.  EAV is a diagnostic screening device to measure the various

electro-magnetic frequencies emitted by the body in order to detect

imbalances that may be causing present illness or contributing to future

disease. These disturbed energy flows can then be returned to their normal,

healthy state through the input of electro-magnetic signals that

specifically counteract the affected frequencies to restore a normal energy

balance within the body.  EAV can be used to detect almost every known

disease, chemical toxin, food allergy, and disregulation in organ and

glandular systems. EAV screening can be used to test various remedies

(herbs, vitamins, homeopathics, etc.) to determine which one will correct

the problem.)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Jul 2001 13:22:52 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Andersen, Al" <Al.Andersen@UMASSMED.EDU>

Subject:      Banking of Blood Samples

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

A question came up at our IBC meeting regarding banking of blood samples at

BL3.  Do your institutions still do this?  Any information would be helpful.

Thank you.

Al Andersen, RBP

Chemical and Biosafety Officer

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

508-856-6723 (phone)

508-856-5410 (fax)

al.andersen@umassmed.edu (e-mail)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Jul 2001 14:43:35 -0400

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      Re: Fwd:Shipping Stachy.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------85D3F479CC600495DF4F0C72"

--------------85D3F479CC600495DF4F0C72

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Don't forget the need for parties at both ends to be up to date on

DOT/IATA training re shipping of Dangerous Goods.

Richard Fink wrote:

>

>

>>

>>

>> We recently received a request from a researcher to investigate

>> whether he

>> should transfer a pure culture of Stachybotrys chartarum (agent

>> suspected of

>> being responsible for "sick-building syndrome") to a homeopathic

>> medical

>> facility within the United States.  In their request they state "We

>> will be

>> placing it into a tightly sealed bottle vial for EAV testing from

>> which we

>> can design treatments for our clinic that may involve IV's, p.o.

>> meds, etc."

>> As far as we can tell EAV testing refers to Electro-acupuncture by

>> Voll (see

>> description at end of e-mail if interested).  The BMBL states that

>> "Biosafety Level 2 practices and facilities are recommended for

>> propagating

>> and manipulating cultures known to contain these agents" therefore I

>> was

>> going to recommend it not be transferred unless they provide

>> evidence that

>> they have a BSL 2 facility.  It is not on the select agents list.

>> Anyone

>> out there aware of any other regulations etc. I could use to

>> recommend

>> against sending this agent?  Thanks in advance.

>>

>> Aurali Dade, CHO, BSO

>> Laboratory Safety Manager

>> TTUHSC Safety Services

>> (806)743-2597

>>

>>  According to http://www.drsjsievers.com/eav.html

>> (EAV testing was developed in the 1950's by Reinhold Voll, a German

>> medical

>> doctor with a significant background in engineering. His studies

>> showed

>> conclusively that the acupuncture points used for millennia by

>> Chinese

>> physicians were in fact, more electrically active than the tissue

>> around

>> them. By measuring the bioenergetic properties of the body's

>> meridians at

>> acupoints it indicates whether the meridian is stressed, balanced or

>>

>> weakened.  EAV is a diagnostic screening device to measure the

>> various

>> electro-magnetic frequencies emitted by the body in order to detect

>> imbalances that may be causing present illness or contributing to

>> future

>> disease. These disturbed energy flows can then be returned to their

>> normal,

>> healthy state through the input of electro-magnetic signals that

>> specifically counteract the affected frequencies to restore a normal

>> energy

>> balance within the body.  EAV can be used to detect almost every

>> known

>> disease, chemical toxin, food allergy, and disregulation in organ

>> and

>> glandular systems. EAV screening can be used to test various

>> remedies

>> (herbs, vitamins, homeopathics, etc.) to determine which one will

>> correct

>> the problem.)

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Jul 2001 13:06:00 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Fwd:Shipping Stachy.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Here! Here!

> ----------

> From:         Norman Umberger[SMTP:numberger@OSPREY.SMCM.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Wednesday, July 18, 2001 10:37 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Fwd:Shipping Stachy.

>

> I would recommend sending the mold and a broken bottle of nerve gas too.

>

> Homeopathic medical facility is a contradiction in terms.  Pathetic is a

> better word.

>

> This EAV is junk science and must be stopped.  None of this is proven to

> do anything but harm patients and society.  The "explanation/history" is

> pure drivel.

>

> We are much better off without these EAV folks.  Good riddance.

>

> Norm

>

>

>

> Physical Address:

>

> Norman Umberger, P.E.

> Compliance Officer

> Business Office

> First Floor of Margaret Brent Hall

> (just south of the HSMC PO on MD Route 5)

>

> mailing address:

>

> NORMAN UMBERGER, P.E.

> ST MARY'S COLLEGE OF MARYLAND

> 18952 E FISHER RD

> ST MARY'S CITY MD 20686-3001

>

> Phone: 240-895-4198

> Fax: 240-895-4281

>

> email: NUMBerger@smcm.edu

>

> >>> Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU> 07/18 11:23 AM >>>

>

> >

> >

> >We recently received a request from a researcher to investigate whether

> he

> >should transfer a pure culture of Stachybotrys chartarum (agent suspected

> of

> >being responsible for "sick-building syndrome") to a homeopathic medical

> >facility within the United States.  In their request they state "We will

> be

> >placing it into a tightly sealed bottle vial for EAV testing from which

> we

> >can design treatments for our clinic that may involve IV's, p.o. meds,

> etc."

> >As far as we can tell EAV testing refers to Electro-acupuncture by Voll

> (see

> >description at end of e-mail if interested).  The BMBL states that

> >"Biosafety Level 2 practices and facilities are recommended for

> propagating

> >and manipulating cultures known to contain these agents" therefore I was

> >going to recommend it not be transferred unless they provide evidence

> that

> >they have a BSL 2 facility.  It is not on the select agents list.  Anyone

> >out there aware of any other regulations etc. I could use to recommend

> >against sending this agent?  Thanks in advance.

> >

> >Aurali Dade, CHO, BSO

> >Laboratory Safety Manager

> >TTUHSC Safety Services

> >(806)743-2597

> >

> >  According to http://www.drsjsievers.com/eav.html

> >(EAV testing was developed in the 1950's by Reinhold Voll, a German

> medical

> >doctor with a significant background in engineering. His studies showed

> >conclusively that the acupuncture points used for millennia by Chinese

> >physicians were in fact, more electrically active than the tissue around

> >them. By measuring the bioenergetic properties of the body's meridians at

> >acupoints it indicates whether the meridian is stressed, balanced or

> >weakened.  EAV is a diagnostic screening device to measure the various

> >electro-magnetic frequencies emitted by the body in order to detect

> >imbalances that may be causing present illness or contributing to future

> >disease. These disturbed energy flows can then be returned to their

> normal,

> >healthy state through the input of electro-magnetic signals that

> >specifically counteract the affected frequencies to restore a normal

> energy

> >balance within the body.  EAV can be used to detect almost every known

> >disease, chemical toxin, food allergy, and disregulation in organ and

> >glandular systems. EAV screening can be used to test various remedies

> >(herbs, vitamins, homeopathics, etc.) to determine which one will correct

> >the problem.)

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jul 2001 10:29:18 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG>

Subject:      Incubator Incident

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Please excuse the cross-posting.

We had an employee open the inner glass door of the upper chamber of an incubator and the glass shattered.  Some facts include:

- The incubator is a CO2 dual chamber Napco Model 3500

- Operates at about 35C, 5-10% CO2, 90+% humidity

- Is 10+ years old

- Door is opened every 10 minutes or so during peak times

- Is used to incubate routine clinical cultures

- No obvious cracks or flaws noticed in the glass prior to shattering

- Was last opened 1-2 minutes prior by another employee

- The employee was not hurt (near-miss)

Here are my questions?

- What caused this?

- Has this happened to anyone else or has anyone heard of this happening?

- Is there any sort of preventive maintenance required on incubators such as these?

- Is there any problem with replacing the glass with plexiglass?

Thanks for your anticipated comments.

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jul 2001 14:44:12 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Incubator Incident

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.5.32.20010719102918.00a3fe30@kahala.dlabs.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Tom -

Glass is a strange creature and imponderable are its behaviors.  Ask

anyone who's worked with glass as a hobby.  And most old-time electron

microscopists have seen the thick pure glass used for making section

cutting knives fracture partially then flow back together again.  It's

likely your door fracture occurred when just the right stresses were

placed on the glass panel in the right sequence at just the right time.

You probably couldn't duplicate the event again if you tried because the

number of permutations of all factors is so large.  The glass should have

been safety glass and thus would have broken into many small relatively

harmless pieces; if any big pointy or knife-edged pieces came off, I'd

certainly have a word with my friendly Napco customer service rep.  The

fracture may or may not be related to the high use rate of the incubator

but the more often the door is opened, the more likely it is that someone

will hit that set of magic stresses.

Plexiglas is not used for unframed incubator doors because it tends to be

more flexible than glass and thus leads to leaks.  The door should seat

firmly against the entire length of the door seal.  Even with a sheet of

plexi that fits great upon installation, the temperature differences on

either side of the door can quickly lead to warping.  The only glass that

would be safer than safety glass would be automotive glass with its

flexible plastic middle layer.  It's heavier though, and probably fairly

expensive.

---  Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

===============================

At 10:29 AM 7/19/01 -1000, you wrote:

>>>>

<excerpt>Please excuse the cross-posting.

We had an employee open the inner glass door of the upper chamber of an

incubator and the glass shattered.  Some facts include:

- The incubator is a CO2 dual chamber Napco Model 3500

- Operates at about 35C, 5-10% CO2, 90+% humidity

- Is 10+ years old

- Door is opened every 10 minutes or so during peak times

- Is used to incubate routine clinical cultures

- No obvious cracks or flaws noticed in the glass prior to shattering

- Was last opened 1-2 minutes prior by another employee

- The employee was not hurt (near-miss)

Here are my questions?

- What caused this?

- Has this happened to anyone else or has anyone heard of this

happening?

- Is there any sort of preventive maintenance required on incubators such

as these?

- Is there any problem with replacing the glass with plexiglass?

Thanks for your anticipated comments.

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.

</excerpt><<<<<<<<

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jul 2001 17:01:38 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hawkins, Lawrence J" <ljhawkins@OU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Incubator Incident

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C1109E.69848004"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand

this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C1109E.69848004

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

My gut feeling on this incident is that all the facts have been found.

Operator error jumps out to me.

Lawrence J. Hawkins

Manager, Environmental & Radiation Safety and

Radiation Safety Officer

Department of Risk Management and Safety Services

University of Oklahoma

905 Asp Ave, Room 112

Norman, OK  73019

405-325-0820   fax - 7238

ljhawkins@ou.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Thomas Goob [mailto:tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG]

Sent: Thursday, July 19, 2001 3:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Incubator Incident

Please excuse the cross-posting.

We had an employee open the inner glass door of the upper chamber of an

incubator and the glass shattered. Some facts include:

- The incubator is a CO2 dual chamber Napco Model 3500

- Operates at about 35C, 5-10% CO2, 90+% humidity

- Is 10+ years old

- Door is opened every 10 minutes or so during peak times

- Is used to incubate routine clinical cultures

- No obvious cracks or flaws noticed in the glass prior to shattering

- Was last opened 1-2 minutes prior by another employee

- The employee was not hurt (near-miss)

Here are my questions?

- What caused this?

- Has this happened to anyone else or has anyone heard of this happening?

- Is there any sort of preventive maintenance required on incubators such as

these?

- Is there any problem with replacing the glass with plexiglass?

Thanks for your anticipated comments.

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

| |

| |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

/ \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

/ \Honolulu, Hawaii 96817

/ \(808) 589-5100 Fax: (808) 593-8357

| |email: tgoob@dls.queens.org

\________/

DIAGNOSTIC

LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 23 Jul 2001 13:19:25 -0400

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      How do YOU review a BSC contract proposal

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

RE: submittals in response to an RFP for BSC certification and related

services.  I=92ve arbitrarily calculated the costs over a fifteen years

(admittedly an arbitrary period) for: annual certifications; 1 set of

supply and exhaust filters; 1 decon.; and 1 leak test.  (The costs for

motors, switches, etc. are, given the expected replacement frequency,

fairly close, and the companies would all use only NSF-accredited

staff.)

Do any of you of this situation calculate any other costs or other

factors into your decision-making process?  (All companies have very

sound credentials and recommendations.)

Thank you for your advice.

Paul Rubock

Columbia University

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 23 Jul 2001 13:38:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         burik <burik@ANDREW.CMU.EDU>

Subject:      another BSC question

In-Reply-To:  <3B5C5C9D.60164C39@columbia.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Another question I'd like some input on...Who pays for BSC certification?

Labs, facilities, or EHS?  Do you consider BSCs capital equipment?  We have

some BSL-1 labs who don't want to pay if contamination isn't a problem.

Any thoughts?

Melissa

--On Monday, July 23, 2001 1:19 PM -0400 paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

wrote:

> RE: submittals in response to an RFP for BSC certification and related

> services.  I?ve arbitrarily calculated the costs over a fifteen years

> (admittedly an arbitrary period) for: annual certifications; 1 set of

> supply and exhaust filters; 1 decon.; and 1 leak test.  (The costs for

> motors, switches, etc. are, given the expected replacement frequency,

> fairly close, and the companies would all use only NSF-accredited

> staff.)

>

> Do any of you of this situation calculate any other costs or other

> factors into your decision-making process?  (All companies have very

> sound credentials and recommendations.)

>

> Thank you for your advice.

>

> Paul Rubock

> Columbia University

Melissa Burik

Carnegie Mellon University

Environmental Health & Safety

412-268-7501 voice

412-268-6976 fax

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 23 Jul 2001 13:52:35 -0400

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      Re: another BSC question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Here, individual PIs pay for annual certification; typically, they are

purchased and 'owned' by the investigator.

As for the other item, our IBC requires that ALL in-use (some have become

expensive storage bins) BSCs be certified annually if for no other reason than

to protect the integrity of peoples' specimens.  Also, many investigators who

presume their material is not at all infectious are plainly wrong in this

assessment.

burik wrote:

> Another question I'd like some input on...Who pays for BSC certification?

> Labs, facilities, or EHS?  Do you consider BSCs capital equipment?  We have

> some BSL-1 labs who don't want to pay if contamination isn't a problem.

> Any thoughts?

> Melissa

>

> --On Monday, July 23, 2001 1:19 PM -0400 paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

> wrote:

>

> > RE: submittals in response to an RFP for BSC certification and related

> > services.  I?ve arbitrarily calculated the costs over a fifteen years

> > (admittedly an arbitrary period) for: annual certifications; 1 set of

> > supply and exhaust filters; 1 decon.; and 1 leak test.  (The costs for

> > motors, switches, etc. are, given the expected replacement frequency,

> > fairly close, and the companies would all use only NSF-accredited

> > staff.)

> >

> > Do any of you of this situation calculate any other costs or other

> > factors into your decision-making process?  (All companies have very

> > sound credentials and recommendations.)

> >

> > Thank you for your advice.

> >

> > Paul Rubock

> > Columbia University

>

> Melissa Burik

> Carnegie Mellon University

> Environmental Health & Safety

> 412-268-7501 voice

> 412-268-6976 fax
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Subject:      Re: another BSC question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The issue of funding really boils down is how you can ensure regular

certification of your hoods.  The purpose of biosafety cabinet is not just

to protect your experimental samples, but more importantly to protect the

laboratory workers.  It has been my experience that anything can happen to a

BSC, from storage of materials on top which fall down and rupture the

filters, and it is important to have them certified to ensure proper flow

and operation.

I would recommend having some sort of central funding with a regular

schedule.  At my former job, BSC were paid for out of overhead and scheduled

for certification every 6 months by the biosafety office.  This might be

difficult in a university system, but it is how most private and many

government facilities fund certifications.

-----Original Message-----

From: burik [mailto:burik@ANDREW.CMU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, July 23, 2001 1:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: another BSC question

Another question I'd like some input on...Who pays for BSC certification?

Labs, facilities, or EHS?  Do you consider BSCs capital equipment?  We have

some BSL-1 labs who don't want to pay if contamination isn't a problem.

Any thoughts?

Melissa

--On Monday, July 23, 2001 1:19 PM -0400 paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

wrote:

> RE: submittals in response to an RFP for BSC certification and related

> services.  I?ve arbitrarily calculated the costs over a fifteen years

> (admittedly an arbitrary period) for: annual certifications; 1 set of

> supply and exhaust filters; 1 decon.; and 1 leak test.  (The costs for

> motors, switches, etc. are, given the expected replacement frequency,

> fairly close, and the companies would all use only NSF-accredited

> staff.)

>

> Do any of you of this situation calculate any other costs or other

> factors into your decision-making process?  (All companies have very

> sound credentials and recommendations.)

>

> Thank you for your advice.

>

> Paul Rubock

> Columbia University

Melissa Burik

Carnegie Mellon University

Environmental Health & Safety

412-268-7501 voice

412-268-6976 fax
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From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>
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It depends upon the facility.

When I was managing the BSC Certification Program at Johns Hopkins each

individual laboratory paid for services through an interdepartmental

transfer of funds which was deposited into a swing account out of which we

paid the vendor's invoices.  The cost for certification which included one

decon and internal replacement parts and labor contract (excluding HEPA

filters)  for one year was around $130.00.

Here at the NCI-Frederick we perform certifications in-house and it is

considered a facility financial responsibility and the service is provided

free to the individual labs.  I believe Johns Hopkins has also switched to

an inhouse certification program however I believe that the labs still pay

for the service.

At 01:38 PM 7/23/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Another question I'd like some input on...Who pays for BSC certification?

>Labs, facilities, or EHS?  Do you consider BSCs capital equipment?  We have

>some BSL-1 labs who don't want to pay if contamination isn't a problem.

>Any thoughts?

>Melissa

>

>

>

>--On Monday, July 23, 2001 1:19 PM -0400 paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

>wrote:

>

>>RE: submittals in response to an RFP for BSC certification and related

>>services.  I?ve arbitrarily calculated the costs over a fifteen years

>>(admittedly an arbitrary period) for: annual certifications; 1 set of

>>supply and exhaust filters; 1 decon.; and 1 leak test.  (The costs for

>>motors, switches, etc. are, given the expected replacement frequency,

>>fairly close, and the companies would all use only NSF-accredited

>>staff.)

>>

>>Do any of you of this situation calculate any other costs or other

>>factors into your decision-making process?  (All companies have very

>>sound credentials and recommendations.)

>>

>>Thank you for your advice.

>>

>>Paul Rubock

>>Columbia University

>

>

>

>Melissa Burik

>Carnegie Mellon University

>Environmental Health & Safety

>412-268-7501 voice

>412-268-6976 fax

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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We only have BL-1 and BL-2 labs here at Rutgers.  The safety

office pays to have cabinets in BL-2 labs certified annually as a

mechanism for worker protection.  Investigators with BL-1 labs are

responsible for paying for certification of their own cabinets.  Hope

this helps.

On 23 Jul 01, at 13:38, burik wrote:

> Another question I'd like some input on...Who pays for BSC certification?

> Labs, facilities, or EHS?  Do you consider BSCs capital equipment?  We have

> some BSL-1 labs who don't want to pay if contamination isn't a problem.

> Any thoughts?

> Melissa

Amy Quattrocchi

Health and Safety Specialist

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

24 Street 1603

Building 4127 Livingston Campus

Piscataway, NJ 08854

Phone: 732/445-2550

Fax: 732/445-3109
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: another BSC question
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I agree to Hinz.  It is difficult in university.  We have the in-house

certification program and the safety office will absorb all the expensesthat

increased largely when there is a new science building.  Everyone in the

laboratory thinks the service should be free because the cabinets are the

property of university.  Scheduling on certification is another difficult=

y.  We

got 1 1/2 men to maintain a hundred cabinet a year.  It is impossible tocheck

cabinet annually as the schedule is always delayed.

There is no qualified contractor to maintain the cabinets.  Our technicia=

n must

observe the process of maintenance.  We are the proctor to the contractor.

Regards

Y. K. Wan

The Chinese University of Hong Kong

"Hinz, Matthew" =BCg=A4J=A1G

> The issue of funding really boils down is how you can ensure regular

> certification of your hoods.  The purpose of biosafety cabinet is not j=

ust

> to protect your experimental samples, but more importantly to protect t=

he

> laboratory workers.  It has been my experience that anything can happen=

 to a

> BSC, from storage of materials on top which fall down and rupture the

> filters, and it is important to have them certified to ensure proper fl=

ow

> and operation.

>

> I would recommend having some sort of central funding with a regular

> schedule.  At my former job, BSC were paid for out of overhead and sche=

duled

> for certification every 6 months by the biosafety office.  This might b=

e

> difficult in a university system, but it is how most private and many

> government facilities fund certifications.

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: burik [mailto:burik@ANDREW.CMU.EDU]

> Sent: Monday, July 23, 2001 1:38 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: another BSC question

>

> Another question I'd like some input on...Who pays for BSC certificatio=

n?

> Labs, facilities, or EHS?  Do you consider BSCs capital equipment?  Wehave

> some BSL-1 labs who don't want to pay if contamination isn't a problem.

> Any thoughts?

> Melissa

>

> --On Monday, July 23, 2001 1:19 PM -0400 paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU=

>

> wrote:

>

> > RE: submittals in response to an RFP for BSC certification and relate=

d

> > services.  I?ve arbitrarily calculated the costs over a fifteen years

> > (admittedly an arbitrary period) for: annual certifications; 1 set of

> > supply and exhaust filters; 1 decon.; and 1 leak test.  (The costs fo=

r

> > motors, switches, etc. are, given the expected replacement frequency,

> > fairly close, and the companies would all use only NSF-accredited

> > staff.)

> >

> > Do any of you of this situation calculate any other costs or other

> > factors into your decision-making process?  (All companies have very

> > sound credentials and recommendations.)

> >

> > Thank you for your advice.

> >

> > Paul Rubock

> > Columbia University

>

> Melissa Burik

> Carnegie Mellon University

> Environmental Health & Safety

> 412-268-7501 voice

> 412-268-6976 fax
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         YK Wan <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      Possible danger to BSC
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We witnessed a technician of a engineering company sitting on the

biosafety cabinet when he replaced the external blower of the cabinet.

I was reported by the company that the gasket of the supply filter was

found leak and its position shifted.  I guessed the gasket was squeezed

out.  Do you have such incident in your company?  How was the gasket

shifted?

Regards

Y. K. Wan

The Chinese University of Hong Kong
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I am currently the Biosafety Officer here at East Carolina University.  I

also certify all of our cabinets annually and do ALL service work to them as

needed.  We have almost 100 BSCs.  My department has the funds for filters,

blower motors, speed controllers, you name it.  I do the decontaminations

too.  I like this system from a safety aspect because then I know that all

the cabinets are maintained and functioning properly.  It's not a matter of

the lab saying, "we don't have the money right now, so let's wait on getting

it fixed".  I find that scheduling certifications and service work is not a

problem as long as I am willing to work after regular hours and so forth.

Now, how do you know that the certification companies you have your contract

with are doing a good job?  You don't, unless you really know how to do the

job yourself and can go back with your own equipment and spot check.  That's

the bad news.  (It's similar to when the service people show up at your

house to check your heat pump.)   The key is educating yourself.   You at

least need to make sure have a good understanding of how all BSCs function,

or more importantly, how the ones in your facility work.  (For example, 99%

of my hoods are either A/B3's or B2's and either Baker's or Nuaire's.)

Next, get a copy of NSF 49 and read it.  Doing the certifications really is

not that difficult, and NSF 49 does a good job at spelling out the basics of

the performance tests.  So at a minimum you should be very familiar with NSF

49.  Keep in mind too that, many BSC's have company or model specific

testing techniques that may exist for certain cabinets.

You can find additional information on this website:

http://www.cetainternational.org/   I am a member of CETA and find that this

group is very aggressive in terms of constantly improving testing techniques

and keeping certifiers well trained and prepared.  You might also ask your

certifier if they are: not only NSF Certified, but also- are they members of

CETA, and do they attend the annual meetings???  I find that being a member

of this organization keeps me connected with others that like to do the job

the right way.

Always check and double check references.  Believe me, if someone called me

and asked my opinion, I HAVE ONE.  I promise.  Call everyone you know that

may or may not have used the company you are looking at.  You need to find a

way to convince your institution that the lowest bidder MAY or MAY NOT be

the best.  It's important to get a company that has good credentials and a

impeccable references.  To me, simply checking off NSF Certification should

not be the end all.

And I don't think it's out of the question for you to occasionally drop in

and observe when a certification is taking place.  You don't have to stand

there and get in the way and ask a million questions, but to me- a good

certifier will not mind occasionally seeing your face and explaining

themselves and what they are doing.

And lastly, please feel free to email me anytime you have BSC specific

questions.  I will be glad to help you if I can:   scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

Greenville, NC
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Subject:      Requirements for new construction
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Our University is constructing a new Biomedical Building and we have to

meet with the architects.

Do any of you have guidelines for new construction, with regard to labs

using bio-hazards or chemicals, that you could share?

Thanks

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Office of Risk Management

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Organization: University of Washington

Subject:      BSC Class IIA or IIB3
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Dear List serve members:

We're seeking opinions on BSC ventilation standards for new construction.

As a general rule we have been requiring Class II B3 cabinets to include the

canopy exhaust (aka thimble connection) for all new BL2 laboratory

construction.

The proponents of this approach feel:

1) it provides extra protection against filter failure,

2) exhausts any volatile materials that may be used within the cabinet,

3) provides a excellent means for venting formaldehyde following

decontamination,

4) helps control odor and heat gain, and

5) that in new construction the additional cost to provide and commission

the canopy exhaust system is modest and well worth the cost.

The opponents feel:

1) that filter failure is rare and does not justify the added cost in most

cases,

2) only minute quantities of volatile materials are used in the cabinets (no

more than would be used on an ordinary bench top),

3) formaldehyde may be vented through a nearby fume hood or other means,

4) odor and heat gain may be adequately controlled through ordinary lab

ventilation, and

5) that canopy exhaust limits future flexibility because cabinets may not be

relocated and new units added without significant modification to the

ventilation system...at high cost.

We've performed a limited survey and determined that institutions have

differing policies for new construction but the factors are unclear.

The article "Specifying the Correct Biological Safety Cabinet" by Cyrena

Simons seem to indicate that Class IIA cabinets are the correct choice for

tissue culture work in "most" BL2 and BL3 biomedical research laboratories.

So what are the exceptions?

Any thoughts on this matter are much appreciated.

*************************************************

Michael Antee, RS,

Health and Safety Supervisor

Prevention and Assessment Office

Environmental Health and Safety Dept.

University of Washington

201 Hall Health Center

Box 354400

Seattle, Washington USA 98195-4400

Office Telephone # (206) 543-9510

Fax Number # (206) 616-3360

Direct Line with voice mail # (206) 616-6212

http://www.ehs.washington.edu

email address: antee@u.washington.edu

*************************************************

end of message
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There have been rumors of NIH's Office of Biotechnology Activities (OBA) holding

a meeting "on IBCs" in December.  I wanted to pass on what I knew about this.

Most of my information comes from Cindy Dunn, Director of Clinical Research at

the University of Rochester, who is helping put together the agenda for the

meeting.  Dr. Dunn tells me that the meeting is scheduled for December 7 and 8.

It is NOT, contrary to what I've heard, an outreach meeting to NIH-institutions

and their IBCs.  It is, however, a policy discussion regarding voluntary versus

mandatory compliance with the NIH Guidelines.  For example, some investigators

involved in human gene transfer trials do not work at institutions receiving NIH

funding, but they are seeking voluntary RAC review and subsequent IBC approval.

There is at least one independent, contract IBC providing oversight for these

kinds of trials.  The RAC has agreed that this type of contract IBC oversight

can be used at sites seeking voluntary compliance, but not at sites requiring

mandatory compliance (receiving NIH funding, must have own IBC).  Anyway, Dr.

Dunn's impression is that the "IBC" meeting will be discussing policy regarding

these more unusual cases rather than any type of discussion of IBCs in

NIH-funded institutions.

Does anyone else out there have more or different info?

LouAnn

LouAnn Crawford Burnett

Biosafety Program Manager

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health and Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

(615) 322-0927 (direct and voice mail)

(615)343-4951 (fax)

louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu

www.safety.vanderbilt.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Jul 2001 09:10:42 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Sorry if this has been discussed before, but I can not seem to find any good objective information on the use of different types of vinyl gloves for protection from blood and other potentially infections materials.  I have reviewed one article in the publication "Source to Surgery", but have not seen anything else.  Does anyone have any references/opinions on the appropriate use of vinyl gloves in the lab setting?  Thanks,

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.
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Two of our faculty will be moving to New Orleans.  They will be transferring

freezers and refrigerators with reagents including infectious agents.  Does

anyone have experience with contractors who move intact freezers and

refrigerators?  Do you have recommendations?

Thanks for your help.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

406-994-4130; FAX 406-994-4926

cbond@montana.edu
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Hello Thomas,

I just wrote an extensive new segment for a class I am developing on glove

selection and use in biomedical applications. I read several dozen papers on

gloves and glove fabric.

Simply stated, vinyl does not possess the same molecular properties as does

latex, or nitrile (though there are differences between latex and nitrile)

and has been noted frequently to loose its integrity as a protective

barrier. It is universally not recommended for biomedical work or for work

with chemicals. in the literature I reviewed. It may provide an adequate

barrier for routine cleaning duties, as long as such cleaning does not

involve the use of strong chemicals.

I hope this is of some help.

Sharyn Baker, M.S., M.A.

Instructor/Computer-Based-Training Design

Master's in Environmental Science And Engineering

University of Colorado Health Sciences Center

Department of Facilities Operations

Mailstop A078

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80262

Email: sharyn.baker@uchsc.edu

Office phone: (303) 315-8003

> ----------

> From:         Thomas Goob

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, July 27, 2001 1:10 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Vinyl Gloves

>

> Sorry if this has been discussed before, but I can not seem to find any

> good objective information on the use of different types of vinyl gloves

> for protection from blood and other potentially infections materials.  I

> have reviewed one article in the publication "Source to Surgery", but have

> not seen anything else.  Does anyone have any references/opinions on the

> appropriate use of vinyl gloves in the lab setting?  Thanks,

>

>

> Tom Goob

> DLS, Inc.

>

>

>

>     |  |

>     |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

>    /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

>   /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

>  /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

> |          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

>  \________/

>  DIAGNOSTIC

>  LABORATORY

> SERVICES,INC.

>
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>Our University is constructing a new Biomedical Building and we have to

>meet with the architects.

>Do any of you have guidelines for new construction, with regard to labs

>using bio-hazards or chemicals, that you could share?

Ninni--For our construction standard on laboratories,  go to:

http://dataworks.fcs.cornell.edu/links/cds.htm

Click on "Contents" at the top of the page and go to 15010,

Laboratories.   This section is current except that we are now

designing to 100 l.f.p.m. at 18 inches sash height or 80 l.f.p.m.

full open, not  100 l.f.p.m. full open, as stated in the Standard.

This needs to be revised in the web document.  At 100 l.f.p.m. full

open we were getting excessive face velocities at lower sash heights,

so we reduced the required velocity to the above.  This section would

be applicable to 99% of all lab designs except for BL 3/4 labs, which

would require special design parameters.  Good luck with your

project.  Tom

*********************************************************

Tom Shelley,   Chemical Hygiene Officer, Cornell University

Department of Environmental Health and Safety, 125 Humphreys Service Building,

Ithaca, NY 14853.       (607) 255-4288              tjs1@cornell.edu

****************************DISCLAIMER********************

The comments and views expressed in this communication are strictly my own and

are not to be construed to officially represent those of my peers,

supervisors or

Cornell University.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Jul 2001 11:34:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Vinyl Gloves

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi. I have two websites in my "favorites" file that are helpful when dealing

with glove selection:

1) Sustainable Hospitals Project:

http://www.sustainablehospitals.org/HTMLSrc/IP_Latex_GloveFacts.html

2) http://www.inform.umd.edu/CampusInfo/Departments/EnvirSafety/os/ppe/glove/

(I saved this one from a previous biosafty e-mail.)

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Thomas Goob [SMTP:tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG]

> Sent: Friday, July 27, 2001 3:11 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Vinyl Gloves

>

> Sorry if this has been discussed before, but I can not seem to find any good

> objective information on the use of different types of vinyl gloves for

> protection from blood and other potentially infections materials.  I have

> reviewed one article in the publication "Source to Surgery", but have not seen

> anything else.  Does anyone have any references/opinions on the appropriate

> use of vinyl gloves in the lab setting?  Thanks,

>

>

> Tom Goob

> DLS, Inc.

>

>

>

>     |  |

>     |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

>    /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

>   /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

>  /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

> |          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

>  \________/

>  DIAGNOSTIC

>  LABORATORY

> SERVICES,INC.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Jul 2001 14:06:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Brian J. Wimmer" <bjw@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      biohazardous waste vendors

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi,

I have been asked to see what other vendors there are besides Stericycle

for taking care of biohazardous waste. Anybody have a good company they

work with? This would be for a client in the Chicago area. Thanks

Brian Wimmer

Northwestern University

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Jul 2001 16:04:45 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Roland Leitner <rleitner@UCALGARY.CA>

Organization: University of Calgary

Subject:      Vapour Phase Hydrogen Peroxide Generators

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear colleagues,

I am seriously considering the purchase of a Vapour Phase Hydrogen

Peroxide Generator for the decontamination of BSCs, the decontamination

of contaminated incubators, and the decontamination of sensitive items

that have to be removed from Level 3 laboratories.

Before I do that, though, I would like to explore the pros and cons of

this very pricey piece of equipment. If you own one I'd like to ask  -

Does it meet your expectations?

What do you use it for?

What are your experiences with it?

WOuld you make the same purchase again?

All information is appreciated.

If you are a salesperson selling such generators please feel free to

contact me with product information.

Cheers,

Roland

--

Roland Leitner

Biosafety / Laboratory Safety Officer

Safety Services

University of Calgary

2500 University Drive N.W.

Calgary, AB T2N 1N4

Ph: 403-220-4612 Fax: 403-284-1332

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

Ex factis, non ex dictis amici pensandi. Titus Livius

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 31 Jul 2001 15:16:01 -0400

Reply-To:     Earthlink <myerscj@earthlink.net>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Earthlink <myerscj@EARTHLINK.NET>

Subject:      Re: biohazardous waste vendors

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Brian,

You may want to check with BioSterile Technology

(http://www.biosterile.com).  They're in Indiana.

Chuck

----- Original Message -----

From: "Brian J. Wimmer" <bjw@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2001 3:06 PM

Subject: biohazardous waste vendors

> Hi,

> I have been asked to see what other vendors there are besides Stericycle

> for taking care of biohazardous waste. Anybody have a good company they

> work with? This would be for a client in the Chicago area. Thanks

>

> Brian Wimmer

> Northwestern University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 1 Aug 2001 13:46:39 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dennis Eagleson <deagleson@BAKERCO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Vapour Phase Hydrogen Peroxide Generators

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

We have done work to verify the applicability of VPHP for Class II cabinets.

Our research was done to 1. see if it is effective within the HEPA filter

medium (using BG spores) and 2. for suitability with a standard Class II

BSC.

While in my opinion, it can be effectively used for this purpose, only if

appropriate cycle parameters have been developed and materials compatibility

checked for each BSC Model as each is different and uses different

materials. If a cabinet has been especially designed for VPHP and verified

for results with a predetermined cycle time you should be all right.

Materials: some materials are not suitable for use with VPHP and will

deteriorate or disintegerate after a # of exposures Different for different

materials). Your generator supplier should have this information to provide

you with, then check with your manufacturer of the equipment to be deconned

for materials contained. Most cabinets have some materials which are

incompatible and I suggest the use of VPHP be limited in them.

The total cycle time required for each model of cabinet must be determined

and depends on the unique air flow patterns within a given cabinet. If air

distribution is very even, concentration can be reached relatively quickly.

As for other types of equipment, again I'd be careful of materials

compatibility, and check the decon effectiveness with spore strips provided

for this purpose.

If you would like copies of researh we have done let me know off line and I

will sned them to you, or go to our website www.bakerco.com and you can

request them there. Hope this helps.

-----Original Message-----

From: Roland Leitner [mailto:rleitner@UCALGARY.CA]

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2001 6:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Vapour Phase Hydrogen Peroxide Generators

Dear colleagues,

I am seriously considering the purchase of a Vapour Phase Hydrogen

Peroxide Generator for the decontamination of BSCs, the decontamination

of contaminated incubators, and the decontamination of sensitive items

that have to be removed from Level 3 laboratories.

Before I do that, though, I would like to explore the pros and cons of

this very pricey piece of equipment. If you own one I'd like to ask  -

Does it meet your expectations?

What do you use it for?

What are your experiences with it?

WOuld you make the same purchase again?

All information is appreciated.

If you are a salesperson selling such generators please feel free to

contact me with product information.

Cheers,

Roland

--

Roland Leitner

Biosafety / Laboratory Safety Officer

Safety Services

University of Calgary

2500 University Drive N.W.

Calgary, AB T2N 1N4

Ph: 403-220-4612 Fax: 403-284-1332

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

Ex factis, non ex dictis amici pensandi. Titus Livius

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 1 Aug 2001 16:27:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Braun <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Registrations and renewals

In-Reply-To:  <F1BF04BD3974D41196BF0090273CB82B19EE7E@DEC_NTAS_1>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

        In the past we have registered investigators with our IBC once and forever

(for each project). Human studies are approved for only one year. Now we

are thinking about requiring registration renewal for lab studies every

three or five years. That sounds easy but there are lots of practical

matters that seem daunting.

        So we would like to have the benefit of your experience with periodic

renewals. How long does your approval last? Do you have a special renewal

form or do you ask PIs to start from scratch? Do renewals always require

IBC votes or can they be approved administratively? Do you insist on a

report of past activities? What happens if a PI doesn't renew (who do you

contact - NIH?, VP Research?). How much effort (%) goes into the renewal

process - do you think we will have to hire new people (we have about 1,400

registrations out there)?

        You can reply to the list or directly to me (if the material is sensitive).

        Thanks for your help.

Andy Braun

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 2 Aug 2001 08:43:06 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Registrations and renewals

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Andy,

We have PIs renew projects once a year.  We have a very simple renewal form,

which helps with compliance, and send it out 2 months before the anniversary

date.  They get approved administratively (reviewed by the Biosafety Officer

and the IBC chair).    When we didn't have renewals, we never knew when

projects were completed or if minor changes were made and the PI forgot to

inform us.  We are beginning to do this all electronically, which speeds

things up and is more convenient for the PIs.

I'd be happy to share more details and forms with you if you want to contact

me.

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, August 01, 2001 3:27 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Registrations and renewals

        In the past we have registered investigators with our IBC once and

forever

(for each project). Human studies are approved for only one year. Now we

are thinking about requiring registration renewal for lab studies every

three or five years. That sounds easy but there are lots of practical

matters that seem daunting.

        So we would like to have the benefit of your experience with

periodic

renewals. How long does your approval last? Do you have a special renewal

form or do you ask PIs to start from scratch? Do renewals always require

IBC votes or can they be approved administratively? Do you insist on a

report of past activities? What happens if a PI doesn't renew (who do you

contact - NIH?, VP Research?). How much effort (%) goes into the renewal

process - do you think we will have to hire new people (we have about 1,400

registrations out there)?

        You can reply to the list or directly to me (if the material is

sensitive).

        Thanks for your help.

Andy Braun

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 2 Aug 2001 16:27:05 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Grushka <mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU>

Subject:      Registrations and renewals/University of Virginia

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Andrew:

You might take a look at the University of Virginia biosafety website. They

use a process of an annual electronic declaration of intent to use biologic

materials, starting with the vast universe of all PI's on campus. They

quickly eliminate BSL-1 work and concentrate on BSL-2's, BSL-3's and

applicable biotoxins. Approved laboratories get on-site inspection by the

IBC every 3 years, unless specific circumstances dictate otherwise. Their

URL is:

http://keats.admin.virginia.edu/bio/home.html

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

520-621-5279

----- Original Message -----

From: "Andrew Braun" <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, August 01, 2001 1:27 PM

Subject: Registrations and renewals

>         In the past we have registered investigators with our IBC once and

forever

> (for each project). Human studies are approved for only one year. Now we

> are thinking about requiring registration renewal for lab studies every

> three or five years. That sounds easy but there are lots of practical

> matters that seem daunting.

>         So we would like to have the benefit of your experience with

periodic

> renewals. How long does your approval last? Do you have a special renewal

> form or do you ask PIs to start from scratch? Do renewals always require

> IBC votes or can they be approved administratively? Do you insist on a

> report of past activities? What happens if a PI doesn't renew (who do you

> contact - NIH?, VP Research?). How much effort (%) goes into the renewal

> process - do you think we will have to hire new people (we have about

1,400

> registrations out there)?

>         You can reply to the list or directly to me (if the material is

sensitive).

>         Thanks for your help.

> Andy Braun

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Aug 2001 17:17:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gerry.Griffin" <Gerry.Griffin@MED.NYU.EDU>

Subject:      growth factors

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

We're seeing a lot of animal protocols where they're injecting or

implanting human growth factors (FGF, VEGF, TGF).  I'm curious if anyone

is recommending any precautions for handling of these animals,

their bedding, etc.

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

Gerry Griffin

Environmental Services

Email: Gerry.Griffin@med.nyu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 6 Aug 2001 22:44:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      BSL3 design features

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello to all:

I know in recent emails there was a passing around of BSL3 lab design

features.  Never thinking my facility would handle BSL3 agents (you should

never assume) I did not save these emails.  If you happen to have this

correspondence - can you please email them to me?

Thanks a million!

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 7 Aug 2001 16:01:20 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

Organization: Wright State University

Subject:      Disposal of Used Syringes with Retractable Sheaths as Sharps

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_pvW2u0dsX9zPn9r4ZKjkCg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_pvW2u0dsX9zPn9r4ZKjkCg)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Now that the OSHA standard requiring the use of syringes

with retractable covers is now in affect there is a question

that has come up regarding the proper means of disposal of

these used syringes.  Are these syringes still considered to

be sharps and require disposal in an approved infectious

sharps container or can the syringe be disposed directly

into the infectious waste container?  It appears that the

EPA is comfortable with the syringes going directly into the

infectious waste but there is a questions of whether or not

OSHA would as accepting.

Thanks for your input

Greg Merkle

--Boundary_(ID_pvW2u0dsX9zPn9r4ZKjkCg)

Content-type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii; name="greg.merkle.vcf"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Content-disposition: attachment; filename="greg.merkle.vcf"

Content-description: Card for Greg Merkle

begin:vcard

n:Merkle;Greg

tel;fax:1-937-775-3761

tel;work:1-937-775-2217

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:www.wright.edu/admin/ehs

org:Wright State University;Department of Environmental Health and Safety

version:2.1

email;internet:greg.merkle@wright.edu

title:Senior Industrial Hygienist

adr;quoted-printable:;;145 Health Sciences Bldg.=0D=0A3640 Col. Glenn Hwy.;Dayton;Ohio;45435-0001;USA

end:vcard

--Boundary_(ID_pvW2u0dsX9zPn9r4ZKjkCg)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 7 Aug 2001 11:28:19 -1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Used Syringes with Retractable Sheaths as Sharps

In-Reply-To:  <3B704910.AF8261EF@wright.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Very good point!  On a similar, but different note, my company has roving phlebotomists that work in hospitals.  They previously carried sharps containers on their trays/carts.  Now that we are using safe needle devices exclusively, that take up more space, the question has come to me on if they can stop carrying sharps containers and use the sharps containers in the patients room or nursing stations (no sharps containers in patients rooms on certain wards).

The OSHA regulation on use of sharps containers has not changed.  It reads:

(c) Regulated waste.

(1) Contaminated sharps discarding and containment.

(A) Contaminated sharps shall be discarded immediately or

as soon as feasible in containers that are:

(i) Closable;

(ii) Puncture resistant;

(iii) Leakproof on sides and bottom; and

(iv) Labeled or color-coded in accordance with

section 12-205-9(a)(1).

(B) During use, containers for contaminated sharps shall

be:

(i) Easily accessible to personnel and located as

close as is feasible to the immediate area

where sharps are used or can be reasonably

anticipated to be found (e.g., laundries);

(ii) Maintained upright throughout use; and

(iii) Replaced routinely and not be allowed to

overfill.

A couple questions come up:

1.  After it is shielded/guarded is it still considered a "sharp"?  Here is what the regulation defines "contaminated sharps" as:

Contaminated Sharps means any contaminated object that can penetrate the skin including, but not limited to, needles, scalpels, broken glass, broken capillary

tubes, and exposed ends of dental wires.

2.  What exactly is: "shall be discarded immediately or as soon as feasible" and "Easily accessible to personnel and located as close as is feasible" (subjective)

Looks like a letter of interpretation may be need from OSHA on these type of items...

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

At 04:01 PM 8/7/01 -0400, you wrote:

>

>Now that the OSHA standard requiring the use of syringes

>with retractable covers is now in affect there is a question

>that has come up regarding the proper means of disposal of

>these used syringes.  Are these syringes still considered to

>be sharps and require disposal in an approved infectious

>sharps container or can the syringe be disposed directly

>into the infectious waste container?  It appears that the

>EPA is comfortable with the syringes going directly into the

>infectious waste but there is a questions of whether or not

>OSHA would as accepting.

>

>Thanks for your input

>

>Greg Merkle

>

>Attachment Converted: "c:\mail\tgoob\Attach\greg.merkle1.vcf"

>

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 8 Aug 2001 07:09:27 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Used Syringes with Retractable Sheaths as Sharps

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

According to the OSHA Bloodborne Pathogens CPL 2.44D (the document that

instructs the compliance officer on how to conduct, inspect & cite for the

BBP standard- something EVERYONE should read!) states:

     "The needle sheath is not to be considered a "waste container" because

it is

                  viewed as a temporary measure. Self-sheathing needle

products must be

                  disposed of in a sharps container which conforms to the

requirements of

                  paragraph (d)(4)(iii)(A)(1). "

THerefore, all of the same rules for disposal (immediately accessable, into

an appropriate sharps container, etc) still apply.

There are several letters of interpretation discussing this issue & what

"as close as possible" means.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    Thomas Goob

                    <tgoob@DLS.QUEE        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    NS.ORG>                cc:

                    Sent by: A             Subject:     Re: Disposal of Used Syringes with

                    Biosafety              Retractable Sheaths as Sharps

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVM

                    A.MIT.EDU>

                    08/07/2001

                    05:28 PM

                    Please respond

                    to A Biosafety

                    Discussion List

Very good point!  On a similar, but different note, my company has roving

phlebotomists that work in hospitals.  They previously carried sharps

containers on their trays/carts.  Now that we are using safe needle devices

exclusively, that take up more space, the question has come to me on if

they can stop carrying sharps containers and use the sharps containers in

the patients room or nursing stations (no sharps containers in patients

rooms on certain wards).

The OSHA regulation on use of sharps containers has not changed.  It reads:

(c) Regulated waste.

(1) Contaminated sharps discarding and containment.

(A) Contaminated sharps shall be discarded immediately or

as soon as feasible in containers that are:

(i) Closable;

(ii) Puncture resistant;

(iii) Leakproof on sides and bottom; and

(iv) Labeled or color-coded in accordance with

section 12-205-9(a)(1).

(B) During use, containers for contaminated sharps shall

be:

(i) Easily accessible to personnel and located as

close as is feasible to the immediate area

where sharps are used or can be reasonably

anticipated to be found (e.g., laundries);

(ii) Maintained upright throughout use; and

(iii) Replaced routinely and not be allowed to

overfill.

A couple questions come up:

1.  After it is shielded/guarded is it still considered a "sharp"?  Here is

what the regulation defines "contaminated sharps" as:

Contaminated Sharps means any contaminated object that can penetrate the

skin including, but not limited to, needles, scalpels, broken glass, broken

capillary

tubes, and exposed ends of dental wires.

2.  What exactly is: "shall be discarded immediately or as soon as

feasible" and "Easily accessible to personnel and located as close as is

feasible" (subjective)

Looks like a letter of interpretation may be need from OSHA on these type

of items...

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

At 04:01 PM 8/7/01 -0400, you wrote:

>

>Now that the OSHA standard requiring the use of syringes

>with retractable covers is now in affect there is a question

>that has come up regarding the proper means of disposal of

>these used syringes.  Are these syringes still considered to

>be sharps and require disposal in an approved infectious

>sharps container or can the syringe be disposed directly

>into the infectious waste container?  It appears that the

>EPA is comfortable with the syringes going directly into the

>infectious waste but there is a questions of whether or not

>OSHA would as accepting.

>

>Thanks for your input

>

>Greg Merkle

>

>Attachment Converted: "c:\mail\tgoob\Attach\greg.merkle1.vcf"

>

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 8 Aug 2001 08:24:35 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of Used Syringes with Retractable Sheaths as Sharps

In-Reply-To:  <3B704910.AF8261EF@wright.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

The traditional syringe & needle, capped or uncapped was considered a

sharp.  The safe needle should be no different.  The capping devices can

fail, break or come appart.  They are infectious sharps.  The sheaths make

them safer to handle.

bob

>Now that the OSHA standard requiring the use of syringes

>with retractable covers is now in affect there is a question

>that has come up regarding the proper means of disposal of

>these used syringes.  Are these syringes still considered to

>be sharps and require disposal in an approved infectious

>sharps container or can the syringe be disposed directly

>into the infectious waste container?  It appears that the

>EPA is comfortable with the syringes going directly into the

>infectious waste but there is a questions of whether or not

>OSHA would as accepting.

>

>Thanks for your input

>

>Greg Merkle

>

>Content-type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii; name="greg.merkle.vcf"

>Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

>Content-disposition: attachment; filename="greg.merkle.vcf"

>Content-description: Card for Greg Merkle

>

>Attachment converted: Siberia:greg.merkle.vcf (TEXT/MSWD) (00005939)

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      CDC Import Permit

MIME-Version: 1.0
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One of our researchers wants to import epithelial cells & DNA samples from

Jordan. The original host is not known to be infectious. Do these cells &

DNA samples fall into the "Biological Material" definition of the CDC for

their Importation Permits?

Thanks.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC Import Permit

In-Reply-To:  <OFAE63F04C.CA14F5E1-ON85256AA2.004572AB@cc.sunysb.edu>
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Where did these cells come from?  I mean what animal or plant?

Bob

>One of our researchers wants to import epithelial cells & DNA samples from

>Jordan. The original host is not known to be infectious. Do these cells &

>DNA samples fall into the "Biological Material" definition of the CDC for

>their Importation Permits?

>

>Thanks.

>

>Kim Auletta

>Lab Safety Specialist

>Environmental Health and Safety

>SUNY Stony Brook

>110 Suffolk Hall

>Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

>PHONE: 631-632-9672

>FAX: 631-632-9683

>E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Reply-To:     Isabel Jean Goldberg <Jean.Goldberg@med.nyu.edu>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Isabel Jean Goldberg <Jean.Goldberg@MED.NYU.EDU>

Organization: NYU School of Medicine

Subject:      Safety Precautions for Pregnant Sheep
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Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We are recruiting a researcher who works with pregnant sheep - which arenot certified to be free of Q-fever.  I understand this is a significantconcern, and wonder if anyone out there has wrestled with the issues andcan provide me with guidance on containment measures.  For example, ifwe transport the sheep into our animal facility through a publiccorridor, do we need special containment cages?  Can we house the sheepin a standard negative pressure animal room?  Are hose-down proceduresappropriate for cleaning the room where the sheep are housed?  Thanks inadvance. - Jean
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Subject:      Re: CDC Import Permit
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<html>

Taken from

<a href="http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/imprtper.htm" eudora="autourl">http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/imprtper.</a><a href="http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/imprtper.htm" eudora="autourl">htm</a>

the definition of a <i>&quot;Biological Material&quot; </i>as it applies to the import requirements published by the CDC is &quot;Unsterilized specimens of human and animal tissues (such as blood, body discharges, fluids, excretions or similar material) containing an infectious or etiologic agent&quot;<br>

<br>

It sounds like to me that your epithelial cells do not contain an infectious agent. Also, with purified DNA, the extraction process itself would destroy any pathogens if present. Therefore this material would not, in my opinion, meet the definition for a <i>biological material</i> above. <br>

<br>

In cell culture, animal products such as fetal bovine serum and growth hormones derived from animals are used frequently. Does the cell culture contain any animal material? If it does, you will need an import permit from the USDA. Even if if does not, you will still want to let custom officials know this by providing specific information on the shipping papers in order to avoid delay at customs. See below for more information.<br>

<br>

<a href="http://www.aphis.usda.gov/NCIE/lhhum.shtml" eudora="autourl">http://www.aphis.usda.gov/NCIE/lhhum.</a><a href="http://www.aphis.usda.gov/NCIE/lhhum.shtml" eudora="autourl">shtml<br>

<br>

</a>At 08:40 AM 8/8/01 -0400, you wrote:<br>

<blockquote type=cite cite>One of our researchers wants to import epithelial cells &amp; DNA samples from<br>

Jordan. The original host is not known to be infectious. Do these cells &amp;<br>

DNA samples fall into the &quot;Biological Material&quot; definition of the CDC for<br>

their Importation Permits?<br>

<br>

Thanks.<br>

<br>

Kim Auletta<br>

Lab Safety Specialist<br>

Environmental Health and Safety<br>

SUNY Stony Brook<br>

110 Suffolk Hall<br>

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200<br>

PHONE: 631-632-9672<br>

FAX: 631-632-9683<br>

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu </blockquote></html>
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Subject:      Research on wastewater
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Biosafety group,

Re: Research on wastewater

Our university is involved in research on sewage and

wastewater from different origins: domestic and industrial.

Research is done at both small laboratory scale and large

scale bioreactors in experimental plants to improve

biodegradability and to remove pathogens. The sewage may

contain all kinds of viruses, bacteria, etc. harmful to humans.

Does anyone have a suggestion for a general approach

of this type of research and the first choice of containment?

Dick Verduin

Biosafety Officer Wageningen University

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University and Research Center (Wageningen UR)

Wageningen University (WU)

Department Plant Sciences

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@VIRO.DPW.WAU.NL
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Subject:      Select Agent Security
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A quick question for the list. What do you require for security measures for

laboratories using BSL2 select agents?  We are drafting a policy and

appreciate input as to what other facilities require.  Thanks in advance.

Aurali Dade

Laboratory Safety Manager

TTUHSC Safety Services

(806)743-2597
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Smith <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Mystery Freezer

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Greetings one and all,

I am seeking some advice about one of those situations which

keep our jobs from being boring.

Situation:

An upright freezer the size of a household refrigerator.

The entire interior space is one giant block of ice.

Samples of "stuff" are frozen into the ice.

Problem:

No one knows what's in the freezer now.

No one knows what's been in the freezer.

The age of the freezer is 40+ yrs.

The internal temperature has never been documented to indicate

if the power has ever failed, etc.

Where the freezer has been located in recent memory doesn't help

narrow the list of what *could* be in it.

There's the small vocal contingency saying "but we might want

what's in it!"

It is rather important that this unit be removed from service in

the next couple of weeks.  And it is absolutely imperative that

it be done before the end of September.

My concern:

Something could have broken in the intervening years which would

make defrosting the unit without control a bad idea, given what

has been handled at our facility over the years (anthrax,

botulism, diphtheria, tetanus, pertussis, rabies, smallpox,

legionella, human blood, etc. etc.).

Once defrosted, I am confident we can appropriately handle

whatever is in it.  It is the potential for contaminated water

leaking out of the unit that concerns me.

My currently favored solution:

Buy a "kiddie pool" or similar object.

Put the freezer in the kiddie pool.

Put a few gallons of 0.5% hypochlorite solution in the pool with

the freezer.

Let it defrost.

Remove any samples/ampoules/etc. periodically as they defrost.

Wear appropriate PPE while handling the mystery samples: latex

or nitrile gloves, lab apron/coat and safety glasses.

So ---

1.  Are my concerns reasonable?

2.  Are there any suggestions on how to safely defrost the unit?

3.  Is there anything else I should consider in dealing with

this?

Thank you in advance for any assistance which can be rendered.

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do You Yahoo!?

Make international calls for as low as $.04/minute with Yahoo! Messenger

http://phonecard.yahoo.com/
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Hanley <Bruce.Hanley@EHS.UCSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mystery Freezer

In-Reply-To:  <20010809202907.89867.qmail@web13301.mail.yahoo.com>
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To add another point of caution, I encountered a similar situation some

years ago where tritium was also present.  This radioisotope loves to

distribute itself through water and ice.  A small sample could be

analyzed in a scint counter to make sure there isn't a rad problem.

What kind of freezer runs for 40 years trouble free?  I want one!

On Thu, 9 Aug 2001 13:29:07 -0700 Elizabeth Smith

<safety_queen@YAHOO.COM> wrote:

> Greetings one and all,

>

> I am seeking some advice about one of those situations which

> keep our jobs from being boring.

>

> Situation:

> An upright freezer the size of a household refrigerator.

> The entire interior space is one giant block of ice.

> Samples of "stuff" are frozen into the ice.

>

> Problem:

> No one knows what's in the freezer now.

> No one knows what's been in the freezer.

> The age of the freezer is 40+ yrs.

> The internal temperature has never been documented to indicate

> if the power has ever failed, etc.

> Where the freezer has been located in recent memory doesn't help

> narrow the list of what *could* be in it.

> There's the small vocal contingency saying "but we might want

> what's in it!"

>

> It is rather important that this unit be removed from service in

> the next couple of weeks.  And it is absolutely imperative that

> it be done before the end of September.

>

>

> My concern:

> Something could have broken in the intervening years which would

> make defrosting the unit without control a bad idea, given what

> has been handled at our facility over the years (anthrax,

> botulism, diphtheria, tetanus, pertussis, rabies, smallpox,

> legionella, human blood, etc. etc.).

>

> Once defrosted, I am confident we can appropriately handle

> whatever is in it.  It is the potential for contaminated water

> leaking out of the unit that concerns me.

>

> My currently favored solution:

>

> Buy a "kiddie pool" or similar object.

> Put the freezer in the kiddie pool.

> Put a few gallons of 0.5% hypochlorite solution in the pool with

> the freezer.

> Let it defrost.

> Remove any samples/ampoules/etc. periodically as they defrost.

> Wear appropriate PPE while handling the mystery samples: latex

> or nitrile gloves, lab apron/coat and safety glasses.

>

>

> So ---

>

> 1.  Are my concerns reasonable?

> 2.  Are there any suggestions on how to safely defrost the unit?

> 3.  Is there anything else I should consider in dealing with

> this?

>

>

> Thank you in advance for any assistance which can be rendered.

>

> Elizabeth

>

>

>

>

>

> =====

> Elizabeth Smith

> Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

> BioPort Corporation

> 3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

> Lansing, MI 48906

>

> __________________________________________________

> Do You Yahoo!?

> Make international calls for as low as $.04/minute with Yahoo! Messenger

> http://phonecard.yahoo.com/

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

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894
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>Problem:

>No one knows what's in the freezer now.

>No one knows what's been in the freezer.

>The age of the freezer is 40+ yrs.

>The internal temperature has never been documented to indicate

>if the power has ever failed, etc.

>

>My concern:

>Something could have broken in the intervening years which would

>make defrosting the unit without control a bad idea, given what

>has been handled at our facility over the years (anthrax,

>botulism, diphtheria, tetanus, pertussis, rabies, smallpox,

>legionella, human blood, etc. etc.).

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

Elizabeth,

Since the freezer may have pathogens that transmit via the air and they may

be in the block of ice, I would suggest that the freezer and the kiddie

pool (a very good idea) be set up in a containment room (i.e. negative

pressure, HEPA filtered exhaust) to prevent possible spread into the

environment.  For PPE I would suggest respiratory protection and booties

along with fluid proof gown, eye protection and double gloves.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Subject:      Re: Mystery Freezer
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I agree with Richie but would add on for PPE a combination particulate/acid gas

full-face canister respirator - just in case the chlorine fumes get too strong.

Think you could go up to 20% bleach - i.e. 2% sodium hypochlorite - for the

kiddie pool disinfectant.

Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU> on 08/10/2001 07:43:10 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

Subject:  Re: Mystery Freezer

>Problem:

>No one knows what's in the freezer now.

>No one knows what's been in the freezer.

>The age of the freezer is 40+ yrs.

>The internal temperature has never been documented to indicate

>if the power has ever failed, etc.

>

>My concern:

>Something could have broken in the intervening years which would

>make defrosting the unit without control a bad idea, given what

>has been handled at our facility over the years (anthrax,

>botulism, diphtheria, tetanus, pertussis, rabies, smallpox,

>legionella, human blood, etc. etc.).

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

Elizabeth,

Since the freezer may have pathogens that transmit via the air and they may

be in the block of ice, I would suggest that the freezer and the kiddie

pool (a very good idea) be set up in a containment room (i.e. negative

pressure, HEPA filtered exhaust) to prevent possible spread into the

environment.  For PPE I would suggest respiratory protection and booties

along with fluid proof gown, eye protection and double gloves.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mystery Freezer
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Elizabeth,

Why not lay the freezer on its back to defrost?  Essentially turn it into a

chest freezer.

Sheath the outside in several layers of plastic sheeting so that there won't

be any leakage onto the floor even if the compartment is not entirely

waterproof.  Pour bleach on top and wait a few days.  Then you won't have

several cubic feet of water contaminated with unknown goodies running out

and making aerosols.

As for dealing with the idiots who "might want what is in it", good luck.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Elizabeth Smith

> Sent: Thursday, August 09, 2001 4:29 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Mystery Freezer

>

>

> Greetings one and all,

>

> I am seeking some advice about one of those situations which

> keep our jobs from being boring.

>

> Situation:

> An upright freezer the size of a household refrigerator.

> The entire interior space is one giant block of ice.

> Samples of "stuff" are frozen into the ice.

>

> Problem:

> No one knows what's in the freezer now.

> No one knows what's been in the freezer.

> The age of the freezer is 40+ yrs.

> The internal temperature has never been documented to indicate

> if the power has ever failed, etc.

> Where the freezer has been located in recent memory doesn't help

> narrow the list of what *could* be in it.

> There's the small vocal contingency saying "but we might want

> what's in it!"

>

> It is rather important that this unit be removed from service in

> the next couple of weeks.  And it is absolutely imperative that

> it be done before the end of September.

>

>

> My concern:

> Something could have broken in the intervening years which would

> make defrosting the unit without control a bad idea, given what

> has been handled at our facility over the years (anthrax,

> botulism, diphtheria, tetanus, pertussis, rabies, smallpox,

> legionella, human blood, etc. etc.).

>

> Once defrosted, I am confident we can appropriately handle

> whatever is in it.  It is the potential for contaminated water

> leaking out of the unit that concerns me.

>

> My currently favored solution:

>

> Buy a "kiddie pool" or similar object.

> Put the freezer in the kiddie pool.

> Put a few gallons of 0.5% hypochlorite solution in the pool with

> the freezer.

> Let it defrost.

> Remove any samples/ampoules/etc. periodically as they defrost.

> Wear appropriate PPE while handling the mystery samples: latex

> or nitrile gloves, lab apron/coat and safety glasses.

>

>

> So ---

>

> 1.  Are my concerns reasonable?

> 2.  Are there any suggestions on how to safely defrost the unit?

> 3.  Is there anything else I should consider in dealing with

> this?

>

>

> Thank you in advance for any assistance which can be rendered.

>

> Elizabeth

>

>

>

>

>

> =====

> Elizabeth Smith

> Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

> BioPort Corporation

> 3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

> Lansing, MI 48906

>

> __________________________________________________

> Do You Yahoo!?

> Make international calls for as low as $.04/minute with Yahoo! Messenger

> http://phonecard.yahoo.com/

>
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Elizabeth -

I recently went through something similar only with a freezer full of virus

and clinical specimens that had unexpectedly died, thawed and turned into

an internal block of gray-green mold before it was discovered.  I agree

with nearly all the suggestions so far.  I'd be a little cautious about

laying the freezer on its back to thaw since one that old probably doesn't

have a well-sealed compartment and the melt water will probably leak out

anyway.  The kiddie pool is a great idea but, as Judy pointed out, I think

the 0.5% hypochlorite (10% bleach) is too low.  That's what you should use

as a final concentration, not a starting concentration.  I'd suggest using

a tape measure to estimate the internal volume of the freezer, assume it's

all potentially infectious liquid, add one tenth that volume of undiluted

bleach to the kiddie pool, prop the freezer door open and go to another

county for the weekend.  Make sure the process is done in a

negatively-pressurized room with direct (unrecirculated) exhaust.  Also,

see if you can choose your kiddie pool to be constructed of a material that

won't fall apart under a bleach assault.  Finally, because you'll lose some

of the hypochlorite to chlorine blow-off and some to binding by organics in

the thaw water and the plastic of the kiddie pool, I'd probably give the

final thaw water another hit with about half the amount of bleach I put in

the pool originally.  It's probably not an issue but you also might want to

check with your POTW about sewering that much bleach at one time.

Have fun ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Enviromental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

==================================

At 01:29 PM 8/9/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Greetings one and all,

>

>I am seeking some advice about one of those situations which

>keep our jobs from being boring.

>

>Situation:

>An upright freezer the size of a household refrigerator.

>The entire interior space is one giant block of ice.

>Samples of "stuff" are frozen into the ice.

>

>Problem:

>No one knows what's in the freezer now.

>No one knows what's been in the freezer.

>The age of the freezer is 40+ yrs.

>The internal temperature has never been documented to indicate

>if the power has ever failed, etc.

>Where the freezer has been located in recent memory doesn't help

>narrow the list of what *could* be in it.

>There's the small vocal contingency saying "but we might want

>what's in it!"

>

>It is rather important that this unit be removed from service in

>the next couple of weeks.  And it is absolutely imperative that

>it be done before the end of September.

>

>

>My concern:

>Something could have broken in the intervening years which would

>make defrosting the unit without control a bad idea, given what

>has been handled at our facility over the years (anthrax,

>botulism, diphtheria, tetanus, pertussis, rabies, smallpox,

>legionella, human blood, etc. etc.).

>

>Once defrosted, I am confident we can appropriately handle

>whatever is in it.  It is the potential for contaminated water

>leaking out of the unit that concerns me.

>

>My currently favored solution:

>

>Buy a "kiddie pool" or similar object.

>Put the freezer in the kiddie pool.

>Put a few gallons of 0.5% hypochlorite solution in the pool with

>the freezer.

>Let it defrost.

>Remove any samples/ampoules/etc. periodically as they defrost.

>Wear appropriate PPE while handling the mystery samples: latex

>or nitrile gloves, lab apron/coat and safety glasses.

>

>

>So ---

>

>1.  Are my concerns reasonable?

>2.  Are there any suggestions on how to safely defrost the unit?

>3.  Is there anything else I should consider in dealing with

>this?

>

>

>Thank you in advance for any assistance which can be rendered.

>

>Elizabeth

>

>

>

>

>

>=====

>Elizabeth Smith

>Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

>BioPort Corporation

>3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

>Lansing, MI 48906

>

>__________________________________________________

>Do You Yahoo!?

>Make international calls for as low as $.04/minute with Yahoo! Messenger

>http://phonecard.yahoo.com/

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 10 Aug 2001 10:41:03 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mystery Freezer

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

At some point in time, figure out if there are any CFCs still in thatthing

and how they will be retrieved...

Anyone wanting to retrive specimens should be expected to suit up andhelp.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO=A0 80262

Voice:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

email:=A0=A0=A0 therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 10 Aug 2001 20:33:33 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Petr MARKL <pmarkl@MARKL.CZ>

Subject:      Non-human serums safety tests?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear BIOSAFTY list members,

I am a new member of this list for just two days and watching your

interesting "Mystery freezer" story. I do not know if I am

violating the netiquette but I have a also a question:

One of my clients is working with non-human serums on a daily basis and

needs to know what kind of tests should be these serums passed through

to make sure they are safe for operations within their production site

(they produce certain immunology products).

Human serums are usually tested for HIV, HB viruses (resp. antibodies)

and their suppliers usually provide my client with a certificate of

non-hazardous biological material. On the other hand non-human serums

come with a couple of different certificates with different tests

performed by different suppliers.

The final question is: What kind of test should be a non-human serum

passed through to make sure it is safe or what kind of tests are assumed

as sufficient enough to say "This non-human serum is reasonably safe."?

Thank you in advance for any answer or link to a related info.

Best wishes to all

Petr Markl

OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY Ltd.

Czech Republic, Europe

pmarkl@markl.cz

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 13 Aug 2001 07:02:56 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      CDC (HIV-HASR): HIV/AIDS Surveillance Report Year-end 2000 Releas

              ed...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="part1_90.189e50c9.28a90de0_boundary"

--part1_90.189e50c9.28a90de0_boundary

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="part1_90.189e50c9.28a90de0_alt_boundary"

--part1_90.189e50c9.28a90de0_alt_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

> The HIV/AIDS Surveillance Report - Vol. 12, No. 2 - Year-end 2000

> Edition was released and is available for download from the

> CDC - NCHSTP - Divisions of HIV/AIDS Prevention web site at:

> http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/dhap.htm

> http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasrlink.htm

>

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 13 Aug 2001 10:35:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Non-human serums safety tests?

In-Reply-To:  <01C121DB.BB258FC0@NTST_1>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_267800076==_.ALT"

--=====================_267800076==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>

>I am a new member of this list for just two days and watching your

>interesting "Mystery freezer" story. I do not know if I am

>violating the netiquette but I have a also a question:

No violation of netiquette, post when you have a question.

>One of my clients is working with non-human serums on a daily basis and

>needs to know what kind of tests should be these serums passed through

>to make sure they are safe for operations within their production site

>(they produce certain immunology products).

What type of non-human sera - primates, mouse, other mammal,

nonmammalian?  Primates can have some very nasty bugs and so would tend to

handle it as potentially infectious whether tested or not (as tests usually

just look for antibodies and there is always a window period between

infection and antibody production).  Risks go down as one gets further from

the primate tree.

><SNIP>

>

>Best wishes to all

>

>Petr Markl

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 13 Aug 2001 15:23:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Gilman <EGilman@GENETICS.COM>

Subject:      BSC Certification

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello:

I am interested in knowing if your institution/company requires that BSCcertifications be performed by an NSF or IAFCA (international airfiltration certifiers association) certified certifier.   If yes, whichcertification do you require? 

I am not familiar with the IAFCA certification program.  Does anyone knowif this certification program is comparable to the NSF certificationprogram for cabinet certifiers?  Is the IAFCA exam easier or moredifficult to pass than the NSF exam?  Any particular reasons why acertifier would choose IAFCA over NSF? 

You may email me at egilman@genetics.com if you would like to share yourthoughts.  Thanks in advance.

-Betsy  

Elizabeth A. Gilman, MS, RBP, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Genetics Institute

Environmental Health and Safety

87 CambridgePark Drive, t-2025-C

Cambridge, MA  02140

617-665-5233

617-665-5262 fax

egilman@genetics.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 14 Aug 2001 09:31:57 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM>

Subject:      Re: Non-human serums safety tests?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

We manage non human primate blood samples under Universal Precautions

Dan

Daniel F. Liberman, Ph.D.

Associate Director

Environmental Affairs and Safety

Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

900 Ridgebury Road, P.O. Box 368

Ridgefield, CT 06877-0368

Telephone (203) 798-4081

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Richard Fink [SMTP:rfink@MIT.EDU]

> Sent: Monday, August 13, 2001 10:35 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Non-human serums safety tests?

>

>

>       I am a new member of this list for just two days and watching your

>       interesting "Mystery freezer" story. I do not know if I am

>       violating the netiquette but I have a also a question:

>

>

> No violation of netiquette, post when you have a question.

>

>

>

>

>       One of my clients is working with non-human serums on a daily basis

> and

>       needs to know what kind of tests should be these serums passed

> through

>       to make sure they are safe for operations within their production

> site

>       (they produce certain immunology products).

>

>

>

> What type of non-human sera - primates, mouse, other mammal, nonmammalian?

> Primates can have some very nasty bugs and so would tend to handle it as

> potentially infectious whether tested or not (as tests usually just look

> for antibodies and there is always a window period between infection and

> antibody production).  Risks go down as one gets further from the primate

> tree.

>

>

>

>       <SNIP>

>

>       Best wishes to all

>

>       Petr Markl

>

>

>

>

>

>

> Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Senior Biosafety Officer

> Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

> 617-258-5647

> rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 14 Aug 2001 09:40:35 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Chang, Jim C" <jcc11472@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM>

Subject:      Re: Mystery Freezer

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Elizabeth

Physically, if you're talking about a full 20-25 cubic foot freezer, that is

a fair amount of water.  Is your pool big enough?

The hypochlorite will be tough on the unit if you're going to try and reuse

it and may not be adequate if you have spore formers in the mix.  Myself I

think that I would put the unit outside in the pool (hopefully in a fenced

or secure area), drape it with black plastic, prop the door open slightly

and let nature take its course.  When you've picked everything out of the

pool, then I would use the hypochlorite or whatever else you deem

appropriate to disinfect the unit, waters and other items.

Another option might be to talk to Revco or one of the other freezer

manufacturers and see what they recommend.

Jim C.

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Elizabeth Smith [SMTP:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

        Sent:   Thursday, August 09, 2001 4:29 PM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        Mystery Freezer

        Greetings one and all,

        I am seeking some advice about one of those situations which

        keep our jobs from being boring.

        Situation:

        An upright freezer the size of a household refrigerator.

        The entire interior space is one giant block of ice.

        Samples of "stuff" are frozen into the ice.

        Problem:

        No one knows what's in the freezer now.

        No one knows what's been in the freezer.

        The age of the freezer is 40+ yrs.

        The internal temperature has never been documented to indicate

        if the power has ever failed, etc.

        Where the freezer has been located in recent memory doesn't help

        narrow the list of what *could* be in it.

        There's the small vocal contingency saying "but we might want

        what's in it!"

        It is rather important that this unit be removed from service in

        the next couple of weeks.  And it is absolutely imperative that

        it be done before the end of September.

        My concern:

        Something could have broken in the intervening years which would

        make defrosting the unit without control a bad idea, given what

        has been handled at our facility over the years (anthrax,

        botulism, diphtheria, tetanus, pertussis, rabies, smallpox,

        legionella, human blood, etc. etc.).

        Once defrosted, I am confident we can appropriately handle

        whatever is in it.  It is the potential for contaminated water

        leaking out of the unit that concerns me.

        My currently favored solution:

        Buy a "kiddie pool" or similar object.

        Put the freezer in the kiddie pool.

        Put a few gallons of 0.5% hypochlorite solution in the pool with

        the freezer.

        Let it defrost.

        Remove any samples/ampoules/etc. periodically as they defrost.

        Wear appropriate PPE while handling the mystery samples: latex

        or nitrile gloves, lab apron/coat and safety glasses.

        So ---

        1.  Are my concerns reasonable?

        2.  Are there any suggestions on how to safely defrost the unit?

        3.  Is there anything else I should consider in dealing with

        this?

        Thank you in advance for any assistance which can be rendered.

        Elizabeth

        =====

        Elizabeth Smith

        Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

        BioPort Corporation

        3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

        Lansing, MI 48906

        __________________________________________________

        Do You Yahoo!?

        Make international calls for as low as $.04/minute with Yahoo!

Messenger

        http://phonecard.yahoo.com/

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 14 Aug 2001 13:36:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: B. stearothermophilus test vials

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Return Receipt

    Your      Re: B. stearothermophilus test vials

    document

    :

    was       Christina Z Thompson/AM/LLY

    received

    by:

    at:       08/14/2001 01:40:47 PM
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Date:         Tue, 14 Aug 2001 13:36:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: B. stearothermophilus test vials

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Return Receipt

    Your      Re: B. stearothermophilus test vials

    document

    :

    was       Christina Z Thompson/AM/LLY

    received

    by:

    at:       08/14/2001 01:40:58 PM

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 14 Aug 2001 15:37:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      CJD and blood product recall

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Return Receipt

    Your      CJD and blood product recall

    document

    :

    was       Christina Z Thompson/AM/LLY

    received

    by:

    at:       08/14/2001 03:42:27 PM

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 16 Aug 2001 16:12:54 -0400

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      HIV pseudotypes

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------7154A7AE998860861D7AB237"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------7154A7AE998860861D7AB237

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Biosafety Officers (and anyone else in the know)

Have any of you addressed enhanced precautions when, for example, a full

length HIV genome is packaged within a VSV envelope?  Obviously the

now-increased host range would make this a meaner critter.  The question

is has anyone in this situation gone beyond BL3 practices and

equipment-BL2 facility?

Thank you for your input.

--------------7154A7AE998860861D7AB237

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;12720

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------7154A7AE998860861D7AB237--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 16 Aug 2001 13:30:02 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sue Quinn <squinn@EXELIXIS.COM>

Subject:      human cell lines and bloodborn pathogens??

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0479_01C12657.8D7945F0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0479_01C12657.8D7945F0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi all-

I am new to this list and reasonably new to the H&S field.  We arewriting our Biosafety and Bloodborn Pathogen program and a question hascome up regarding human cell lines in culture and whether or not theyneed to be considered potentially infectious.  We have a number ofpeople using immortalized human tumor cell lines.  I am clear on thefact that people working with primary cell lines from human umbilicalvein or human tumor cells would need to treat them as potentiallyinfectious.  What about people working with HeLa cells or other lineswhich have been in culture for ages?

We are specifically curious about how to treat this with respect to theHepB vaccination. 

Thanks in advance for your advice!

Sue

Suzanne M. Quinn

Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

Exelixis, Inc.

170 Harbor Way

P.O. Box 511

South San Francisco, CA  94083-0511

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 16 Aug 2001 16:46:39 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Donald G. Robasser" <robasser@PRINCETON.EDU>

Organization: Princeton University

Subject:      Biological Lab Orientation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In doing our annual BSL2 lab reviews, we continue to find a wide

range of approaches to orienting new lab members in the lab environment.

(This is in addition to the health and safety briefing they get

from the department's health and safety manager before they are given

their

lab keys and has to do with more detailed and specific lab issues,

such as what disinfectants are being used, for what purposes, and how

are

they prepared; lab protocols; equipment use, etc. ).  Most labs have a

mentor/buddy system in which they are assigned to a senior lab

person after meeting with the lab manager, PI, or both.  But what we see

lacking is a written checklist or points of discussion that lab

manages or PIs could use to ensure that they consistently cover the same

information/instruction/orientation issues with each new lab

member.  If there is already something like this that has been created

and is

in use, I am hoping it might be something that we could adopt for use

as a basic document that could be modified by our labs as necessary to

meet their particular needs.

Thanks for any input.   Don

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 07:46:34 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Galloway, Patricia W." <pwg2@CDC.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Biological Lab Orientation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

what is your mailing address and I will send you a copy of our lab

orientation stuff....

Pat Galloway

Centers for Disease Control & Prevention....

-----Original Message-----

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2001 4:47 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biological Lab Orientation

In doing our annual BSL2 lab reviews, we continue to find a wide

range of approaches to orienting new lab members in the lab environment.

(This is in addition to the health and safety briefing they get

from the department's health and safety manager before they are given

their

lab keys and has to do with more detailed and specific lab issues,

such as what disinfectants are being used, for what purposes, and how

are

they prepared; lab protocols; equipment use, etc. ).  Most labs have a

mentor/buddy system in which they are assigned to a senior lab

person after meeting with the lab manager, PI, or both.  But what we see

lacking is a written checklist or points of discussion that lab

manages or PIs could use to ensure that they consistently cover the same

information/instruction/orientation issues with each new lab

member.  If there is already something like this that has been created

and is

in use, I am hoping it might be something that we could adopt for use

as a basic document that could be modified by our labs as necessary to

meet their particular needs.

Thanks for any input.   Don

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 08:18:51 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: human cell lines and bloodborn pathogens??

In-Reply-To:  <047c01c12692$3ae680b0$7a081dac@exelixis.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_605219329==_.ALT"

--=====================_605219329==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi Suzanne,

Welcome to the Biosafty list.  ABSA inquired about this and OSHA responded

saying that established human cell lines are considered other potentially

infectious material unless it was documented that it was free from all

bloodborne pathogens.  I have heard of no vendor that will so certify and

the researchers here do not invest the $$ to test their cell lines, so we

enroll all who work with human cell lines into our BBP program.  For

details regarding this issue, go to the OSHA website.

At 01:30 PM 08/16/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Hi all-

>

>I am new to this list and reasonably new to the H&S field.  We are writing

>our Biosafety and Bloodborn Pathogen program and a question has come up

>regarding human cell lines in culture and whether or not they need to be

>considered potentially infectious.  We have a number of people using

>immortalized human tumor cell lines.  I am clear on the fact that people

>working with primary cell lines from human umbilical vein or human tumor

>cells would need to treat them as potentially infectious.  What about

>people working with HeLa cells or other lines which have been in culture

>for ages?

>

>We are specifically curious about how to treat this with respect to the

>HepB vaccination.

>

>Thanks in advance for your advice!

>

>Sue

>

>Suzanne M. Quinn

>Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

>Exelixis, Inc.

>170 Harbor Way

>P.O. Box 511

>South San Francisco, CA  94083-0511

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 14:18:50 +0200

Reply-To:     mikek@mail.saimr.wits.ac.za

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Kirby <mikek@MAIL.SAIMR.WITS.AC.ZA>

Subject:      Biological Lab Orientation - request for a copy

In-Reply-To:  <4F9200F857A1D111A4F60000F840E79904AAC3C7@mcdc-atl-2.cdc.gov>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Attention Pat Galloway:

If I may abuse your generosity, I would also appreciate a copy of your Lab

orientation stuff.

Mail to : mikek@mail.saimr.wits.ac.za

Mike Kirby

Johannesburg

South Africa.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 08:33:26 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: human cell lines and bloodborn pathogens??

In-Reply-To:  <047c01c12692$3ae680b0$7a081dac@exelixis.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Good Morning,

first of all OSHA defines Human Cell Lines as a bloodborne pathogen.  Done

deal.

Now as to why.

First of all, a cell line has no immune system.  So it has no way to

eradicate invaders.

Should a cell line become infected with a pathogen, it can become a threat

to the workers.

History:  Epstien Barr Virus is a BBP.  The cell line problem was

identified  when workers were contracting Mononucleuosis and the source was

discovered to be the cell lines they were working with.

An interesting sidebar:  don't work with Epstien Barr Virus in Africa.  I

came across a reference that indicates that if one contracts a certain form

of malaria and mono at the same time a rather nasty cancer can develope( I

only found one reference to this).

Bob

>    Hi all-   I am new to this list and reasonably new to the H&S field.

>We are  writing our Biosafety and Bloodborn Pathogen program and a

>question has come up  regarding human cell lines in culture and whether or

>not they need to be  considered potentially infectious.  We have a number

>of people using  immortalized human tumor cell lines.  I am clear on the

>fact that people  working with primary cell lines from human umbilical

>vein or human tumor cells  would need to treat them as potentially

>infectious.  What about people  working with HeLa cells or other lines

>which have been in culture for  ages?   We are specifically curious about

>how to treat this with respect to the  HepB vaccination.     Thanks in

>advance for your advice!   Sue   Suzanne M. Quinn

>Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

>Exelixis,  Inc.

>170 Harbor Way

>P.O. Box 511

>South San Francisco, CA   94083-0511

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 08:24:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: human cell lines and bloodborn pathogens??

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C1271F.FBED31E0"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand

this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C1271F.FBED31E0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

The OSHA web site is http://www.osha.gov <http://www.osha.gov>   The

specific section cited by Richard Fink and Bob Latsch can be found at

http://www.osha-slc.gov/OshDoc/Interp_data/I19940621.html

<http://www.osha-slc.gov/OshDoc/Interp_data/I19940621.html>

OSHA Standards Interpretation and Compliance Letters

06/21/1994 - Applicability of 1910.1030 to establish human cell lines.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

-----Original Message-----

From: Sue Quinn [mailto:squinn@EXELIXIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2001 3:30 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: human cell lines and bloodborn pathogens??

Hi all-

I am new to this list and reasonably new to the H&S field.  We are writing

our Biosafety and Bloodborn Pathogen program and a question has come up

regarding human cell lines in culture and whether or not they need to be

considered potentially infectious.  We have a number of people using

immortalized human tumor cell lines.  I am clear on the fact that people

working with primary cell lines from human umbilical vein or human tumor

cells would need to treat them as potentially infectious.  What about people

working with HeLa cells or other lines which have been in culture for ages?

We are specifically curious about how to treat this with respect to the HepB

vaccination.

Thanks in advance for your advice!

Sue

Suzanne M. Quinn

Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

Exelixis, Inc.

170 Harbor Way

P.O. Box 511

South San Francisco, CA  94083-0511

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 10:31:24 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

Subject:      UV Lights

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Does anyone know if ABSA is still publishing a White Paper on the use iof UV

lights in biological safety cabinets?

Regards,

Barry Cohen, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 10:55:39 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: UV Lights

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I 've been waiting also and I asked Debra Hunt the same question last week. The

document is still under revision, and actively being worked on.

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Cohen, Barry [SMTP:Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM]

> Sent: Friday, August 17, 2001 10:31 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      UV Lights

>

> Does anyone know if ABSA is still publishing a White Paper on the use iof UV

> lights in biological safety cabinets?

>

> Regards,

>

> Barry Cohen, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Biological Safety Officer

> Genzyme Corporation

> 500 Soldiers Field Road

> Allston, MA 02134

> (V) 617-562-4507

> (F) 617-562-4510

> Nextel: (617) 590-2707

> barry.cohen@genzyme.com

> www.genzyme.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 10:57:55 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM>

Subject:      A Warning

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I just received the following email and am forwarding it to the LIST SERVE

as an alert.

Subject:        Dangerous Prank Warning

 ********* DANGEROUS PRANK: *************

Please read and forward to anyone you know who drives.

My name is Captain Abraham Sands of the Buffalo, New York State Police

Department. I have been asked by state and local

authorities to write this email in order to get the word out to car drivers

of a very dangerous prank that is occurring in numerous

states. Some person or persons have been affixing hypodermic needles to the

underside of gas pump handles. These needles

appear to be infected with HIV positive blood. In the Rochester area alone

there have been 17 cases of people being stuck by

these needles over the past five months. We have verified reports of at

least 12 others in various states around the country.

It is believed that these may be copycat incidents due to someone reading

about the crimes or seeing them reported on the

television. At this point no one has been arrested and catching the

perpetrator(s) has become our top priority. Shockingly,

of the 17 people who where stuck, eight have tested HIV positive and because

of the nature of the disease, the others could

test positive in a couple years. Evidently the consumers go to fill their

car with gas and when picking up the pump handle get

stuck with the infected needle. IT IS IMPERATIVE TO CAREFULLY CHECK THE

HANDLE of the gas pump LOOK AT EVERY

SURFACE YOUR HAND MAY TOUCH, INCLUDING UNDER THE HANDLE. If you do find a

needle affixed to one, immediately

contact your local police department   so they can collect the evidence.

PLEASE HELP US BY MAINTAINING A VIGILANCE AND BY FORWARDING THIS EMAIL TO

ANYONE YOU KNOW

WHO DRIVES. THE MORE PEOPLE WHO KNOW OF THIS THE BETTER PROTECTED WE CAN ALL

BE.

Cheryl A. Jantzi

Legal Assistant Hancock & Estabrook, LLP

 http://www.hancocklaw.com

Phone: (315) 471-3151 Ext. 326

Fax: (315) 471-3167

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 11:12:23 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

Subject:      Re: A Warning

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

This is a hoax.  The name of the town has been changed.

Please do some research first in order not to perpetuate the myth.

Please go to:

http://hoaxbusters.ciac.org/HBUrbanMyths.shtml

Regards,

Barry Cohen, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, August 17, 2001 10:58 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: A Warning

I just received the following email and am forwarding it to the LIST SERVE

as an alert.

Subject:        Dangerous Prank Warning

 ********* DANGEROUS PRANK: *************

Please read and forward to anyone you know who drives.

My name is Captain Abraham Sands of the Buffalo, New York State Police

Department. I have been asked by state and local

authorities to write this email in order to get the word out to car drivers

of a very dangerous prank that is occurring in numerous

states. Some person or persons have been affixing hypodermic needles to the

underside of gas pump handles. These needles

appear to be infected with HIV positive blood. In the Rochester area alone

there have been 17 cases of people being stuck by

these needles over the past five months. We have verified reports of at

least 12 others in various states around the country.

It is believed that these may be copycat incidents due to someone reading

about the crimes or seeing them reported on the

television. At this point no one has been arrested and catching the

perpetrator(s) has become our top priority. Shockingly,

of the 17 people who where stuck, eight have tested HIV positive and because

of the nature of the disease, the others could

test positive in a couple years. Evidently the consumers go to fill their

car with gas and when picking up the pump handle get

stuck with the infected needle. IT IS IMPERATIVE TO CAREFULLY CHECK THE

HANDLE of the gas pump LOOK AT EVERY

SURFACE YOUR HAND MAY TOUCH, INCLUDING UNDER THE HANDLE. If you do find a

needle affixed to one, immediately

contact your local police department   so they can collect the evidence.

PLEASE HELP US BY MAINTAINING A VIGILANCE AND BY FORWARDING THIS EMAIL TO

ANYONE YOU KNOW

WHO DRIVES. THE MORE PEOPLE WHO KNOW OF THIS THE BETTER PROTECTED WE CAN ALL

BE.

Cheryl A. Jantzi

Legal Assistant Hancock & Estabrook, LLP

 http://www.hancocklaw.com

Phone: (315) 471-3151 Ext. 326

Fax: (315) 471-3167

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 11:20:43 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: A Warning

In-Reply-To:  <CDB68443B247D2118EFC00805FA7919E02FD9A86@RIDMSG04>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_616132121==_.ALT"

--=====================_616132121==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>

>Subject:        Dangerous Prank Warning

>

>  ********* DANGEROUS PRANK: *************

>Please read and forward to anyone you know who drives.

>

>My name is Captain Abraham Sands of the Buffalo, New York State Police

>Department. I have been asked by state and local

>authorities to write this email in order to get the word out to car drivers

<SNIP>

This is an MYTH, see: http://www.snopes2.com/

It started as Captain Abraham Sands of the Jacksonville, FL....

Note that at the end of this current version the tel. # area code are FL

not NY.

To check out myths see:

http://www.urbanmyths.com/

http://urbanlegends.about.com/science/urbanlegends/mbody.htm

http://www.snopes2.com/

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 17:26:47 +0200

Reply-To:     Dick.Verduin@viro.DPW.WAU.NL

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dick Verduin <Dick.Verduin@VIRO.DPW.WAU.NL>

Subject:      Re: A Warning

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Hello Biosafty listers,

May I suggest to never forward or send any messages

that start with "Please read and forward to anyone you know........"

or any similar phrase.

In general you are causing more problems than solving!

Remember all these virus warnings.

Have a good weekend and drive safely without needles.

Dick Verduin

Biosafety Officer

Wageningen University

The Netherlands

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

I just received the following email and am forwarding it to the LIST SERVE

as an alert.

Subject:        Dangerous Prank Warning

 ********* DANGEROUS PRANK: *************

Please read and forward to anyone you know who drives.

My name is Captain Abraham Sands of the Buffalo, New York State Police

Department. I have been asked by state and local

authorities to write this email in order to get the word out to car drivers

of a very dangerous prank that is occurring in numerous

states. Some person or persons have been affixing hypodermic needles to the

underside of gas pump handles. These needles

appear to be infected with HIV positive blood. In the Rochester area alone

there have been 17 cases of people being stuck by

these needles over the past five months. We have verified reports of at

least 12 others in various states around the country.

It is believed that these may be copycat incidents due to someone reading

about the crimes or seeing them reported on the

television. At this point no one has been arrested and catching the

perpetrator(s) has become our top priority. Shockingly,

of the 17 people who where stuck, eight have tested HIV positive and because

of the nature of the disease, the others could

test positive in a couple years. Evidently the consumers go to fill their

car with gas and when picking up the pump handle get

stuck with the infected needle. IT IS IMPERATIVE TO CAREFULLY CHECK THE

HANDLE of the gas pump LOOK AT EVERY

SURFACE YOUR HAND MAY TOUCH, INCLUDING UNDER THE HANDLE. If you do find a

needle affixed to one, immediately

contact your local police department   so they can collect the evidence.

PLEASE HELP US BY MAINTAINING A VIGILANCE AND BY FORWARDING THIS EMAIL TO

ANYONE YOU KNOW

WHO DRIVES. THE MORE PEOPLE WHO KNOW OF THIS THE BETTER PROTECTED WE CAN ALL

BE.

Cheryl A. Jantzi

Legal Assistant Hancock & Estabrook, LLP

 http://www.hancocklaw.com

Phone: (315) 471-3151 Ext. 326

Fax: (315) 471-3167

- - - - - - - - - - - - End of Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - -

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 11:21:06 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Braun <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: A Warning

In-Reply-To:  <CDB68443B247D2118EFC00805FA7919E02FD9A86@RIDMSG04>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

This may be a hoax. There is no Buffalo, New York State Police Department

on the New York State Police Web site.

Andy

At 10:57 AM 8/17/01 -0400, you wrote:

>I just received the following email and am forwarding it to the LIST SERVE

>as an alert.

>

>Subject:        Dangerous Prank Warning

>

>  ********* DANGEROUS PRANK: *************

>Please read and forward to anyone you know who drives.

>

>My name is Captain Abraham Sands of the Buffalo, New York State Police

>Department. I have been asked by state and local

>authorities to write this email in order to get the word out to car drivers

>of a very dangerous prank that is occurring in numerous

>states. Some person or persons have been affixing hypodermic needles to the

>underside of gas pump handles. These needles

>appear to be infected with HIV positive blood. In the Rochester area alone

>there have been 17 cases of people being stuck by

>these needles over the past five months. We have verified reports of at

>least 12 others in various states around the country.

>It is believed that these may be copycat incidents due to someone reading

>about the crimes or seeing them reported on the

>television. At this point no one has been arrested and catching the

>perpetrator(s) has become our top priority. Shockingly,

>of the 17 people who where stuck, eight have tested HIV positive and because

>of the nature of the disease, the others could

>test positive in a couple years. Evidently the consumers go to fill their

>car with gas and when picking up the pump handle get

>stuck with the infected needle. IT IS IMPERATIVE TO CAREFULLY CHECK THE

>HANDLE of the gas pump LOOK AT EVERY

>SURFACE YOUR HAND MAY TOUCH, INCLUDING UNDER THE HANDLE. If you do find a

>needle affixed to one, immediately

>contact your local police department   so they can collect the evidence.

>

>PLEASE HELP US BY MAINTAINING A VIGILANCE AND BY FORWARDING THIS EMAIL TO

>ANYONE YOU KNOW

>WHO DRIVES. THE MORE PEOPLE WHO KNOW OF THIS THE BETTER PROTECTED WE CAN ALL

>BE.

>

>

>Cheryl A. Jantzi

>Legal Assistant Hancock & Estabrook, LLP

>  http://www.hancocklaw.com

>Phone: (315) 471-3151 Ext. 326

>Fax: (315) 471-3167

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 11:42:55 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Rowe, Thomas" <txr2@CDC.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Biological Lab Orientation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

To all interested individuals,

We currently have an orientation system in place, which includes a list of

items to be covered before working in our BSL-3+ laboratory.  It includes

signatures from various levels (lab supervisor, trainer, safety

representatives, and Office of Health and Safety) which must be obtained

prior to working in the containment labs.  Please contact me personally

(TRowe1@cdc.gov) or call me (404)639-5449 if you require any additional

information or would like to see our orientation setup.

Thanks,

Thomas Rowe (CDC, Influenza)

-----Original Message-----

From: Galloway, Patricia W. [mailto:pwg2@CDC.GOV]

Sent: Friday, August 17, 2001 7:47 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Biological Lab Orientation

what is your mailing address and I will send you a copy of our lab

orientation stuff....

Pat Galloway

Centers for Disease Control & Prevention....

-----Original Message-----

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, August 16, 2001 4:47 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biological Lab Orientation

In doing our annual BSL2 lab reviews, we continue to find a wide

range of approaches to orienting new lab members in the lab environment.

(This is in addition to the health and safety briefing they get

from the department's health and safety manager before they are given

their

lab keys and has to do with more detailed and specific lab issues,

such as what disinfectants are being used, for what purposes, and how

are

they prepared; lab protocols; equipment use, etc. ).  Most labs have a

mentor/buddy system in which they are assigned to a senior lab

person after meeting with the lab manager, PI, or both.  But what we see

lacking is a written checklist or points of discussion that lab

manages or PIs could use to ensure that they consistently cover the same

information/instruction/orientation issues with each new lab

member.  If there is already something like this that has been created

and is

in use, I am hoping it might be something that we could adopt for use

as a basic document that could be modified by our labs as necessary to

meet their particular needs.

Thanks for any input.   Don

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 09:01:20 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sharyn Baker <Sharyn.Baker@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: A Warning

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

This is an internet hoax and should not be redistributed. Check the virus

sites for a list of favorite hoaxes before sending stuff like this.

> ----------

> From:         Dan Liberman

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, August 17, 2001 8:57 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      A Warning

>

> I just received the following email and am forwarding it to the LIST SERVE

> as an alert.

>

> Subject:        Dangerous Prank Warning

>

>  ********* DANGEROUS PRANK: *************

> Please read and forward to anyone you know who drives.

>

> My name is Captain Abraham Sands of the Buffalo, New York State Police

> Department. I have been asked by state and local

> authorities to write this email in order to get the word out to car

> drivers

> of a very dangerous prank that is occurring in numerous

> states. Some person or persons have been affixing hypodermic needles to

> the

> underside of gas pump handles. These needles

> appear to be infected with HIV positive blood. In the Rochester area alone

> there have been 17 cases of people being stuck by

> these needles over the past five months. We have verified reports of at

> least 12 others in various states around the country.

> It is believed that these may be copycat incidents due to someone reading

> about the crimes or seeing them reported on the

> television. At this point no one has been arrested and catching the

> perpetrator(s) has become our top priority. Shockingly,

> of the 17 people who where stuck, eight have tested HIV positive and

> because

> of the nature of the disease, the others could

> test positive in a couple years. Evidently the consumers go to fill their

> car with gas and when picking up the pump handle get

> stuck with the infected needle. IT IS IMPERATIVE TO CAREFULLY CHECK THE

> HANDLE of the gas pump LOOK AT EVERY

> SURFACE YOUR HAND MAY TOUCH, INCLUDING UNDER THE HANDLE. If you do find a

> needle affixed to one, immediately

> contact your local police department   so they can collect the evidence.

>

> PLEASE HELP US BY MAINTAINING A VIGILANCE AND BY FORWARDING THIS EMAIL TO

> ANYONE YOU KNOW

> WHO DRIVES. THE MORE PEOPLE WHO KNOW OF THIS THE BETTER PROTECTED WE CAN

> ALL

> BE.

>

>

> Cheryl A. Jantzi

> Legal Assistant Hancock & Estabrook, LLP

>  http://www.hancocklaw.com

> Phone: (315) 471-3151 Ext. 326

> Fax: (315) 471-3167

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 12:38:57 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: A Warning

In-Reply-To:  <CDB68443B247D2118EFC00805FA7919E02FD9A86@RIDMSG04>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

This went around  a couple of times a few months to a year ago...last time

out of Georgia I believe....More than likely this is an "Urban Legend"

rather than having any factual merit. Also the transmission numbers don't

jive with the ~.5% transmission by needle stick.

At 10:57 AM 8/17/01 -0400, you wrote:

>I just received the following email and am forwarding it to the LIST SERVE

>as an alert.

>

>Subject:        Dangerous Prank Warning

>

>  ********* DANGEROUS PRANK: *************

>Please read and forward to anyone you know who drives.

>

>My name is Captain Abraham Sands of the Buffalo, New York State Police

>Department. I have been asked by state and local

>authorities to write this email in order to get the word out to car drivers

>of a very dangerous prank that is occurring in numerous

>states. Some person or persons have been affixing hypodermic needles to the

>underside of gas pump handles. These needles

>appear to be infected with HIV positive blood. In the Rochester area alone

>there have been 17 cases of people being stuck by

>these needles over the past five months. We have verified reports of at

>least 12 others in various states around the country.

>It is believed that these may be copycat incidents due to someone reading

>about the crimes or seeing them reported on the

>television. At this point no one has been arrested and catching the

>perpetrator(s) has become our top priority. Shockingly,

>of the 17 people who where stuck, eight have tested HIV positive and because

>of the nature of the disease, the others could

>test positive in a couple years. Evidently the consumers go to fill their

>car with gas and when picking up the pump handle get

>stuck with the infected needle. IT IS IMPERATIVE TO CAREFULLY CHECK THE

>HANDLE of the gas pump LOOK AT EVERY

>SURFACE YOUR HAND MAY TOUCH, INCLUDING UNDER THE HANDLE. If you do find a

>needle affixed to one, immediately

>contact your local police department   so they can collect the evidence.

>

>PLEASE HELP US BY MAINTAINING A VIGILANCE AND BY FORWARDING THIS EMAIL TO

>ANYONE YOU KNOW

>WHO DRIVES. THE MORE PEOPLE WHO KNOW OF THIS THE BETTER PROTECTED WE CAN ALL

>BE.

>

>

>Cheryl A. Jantzi

>Legal Assistant Hancock & Estabrook, LLP

>  http://www.hancocklaw.com

>Phone: (315) 471-3151 Ext. 326

>Fax: (315) 471-3167

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 12:31:33 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ruth Medina <ruth_medina@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Retrovirus vectors policy

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_10911487==_.ALT"

--=====================_10911487==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi there:

We are in the process of developing a policy for working with retrovirus

vectors. Does anybody have a policy in place that they would be willing to

share?

Many thanks,

Ruth

Ruth Medina, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Coordinator

Office for Research Subject Protection

Harvard Medical School

Gordon Hall, Room 411

25 Shattuck St.

Boston, MA  02215

Phone (617) 432-4897

Fax     (617) 432-3169

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 13:04:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: training shippers of biological materials

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Return Receipt

    Your      Re: training shippers of biological materials

    document

    :

    was       Christina Z Thompson/AM/LLY

    received

    by:

    at:       08/17/2001 01:09:24 PM

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Aug 2001 17:05:17 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Peter B. Harnett" <COEHinc@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Question on HIV mutants and appropriate Biosafety Level

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Would testing various HIV mutants for susceptibility to antiviral drugs

require a full BL3 facility in your institution?  PCR is used to find

mutations in patient HIV sequences.  Site-directed mutagenesis techniques

are used to move the mutations into a lab strain of HIV.  The mutagenesis

involves the use of plasmid DNA that carries a full length HIV provirus.

Once an infection has been established in cell lines, the virus is

harvested and tested for drug susceptibility.

Thanks,

Peter

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Aug 2001 12:59:50 +1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Elson, Denise (LI, Geelong)" <Denise.Elson@LI.CSIRO.AU>

Subject:      autoclaving of chemicals

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Dear biosafty listers

Can anyone provide me with a list of chemicals routinely used in biological

labs that should not be autoclaved? Or can someone direct me to a reference

on this topic?

We have some staff who want to autoclave everything before disposal, but

fail to consider the chemicals (including disinfectants) in the infectious

materials they wish to autoclave. We therefore want to make up a list of

'chemicals that must not be autoclaved'.

Many thanks!

Denise

Denise Elson

Health, Safety and Environment Advisor

CSIRO Livestock Industries AAHL

Private Bag 24

GEELONG   VIC   3220

Tel: 61 3 5227 5113

Fax: 61 3 5227 5555

email: denise.elson@li.csiro.au

mobile phone: 0419 561 488

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Aug 2001 08:58:38 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: autoclaving of chemicals

In-Reply-To:  <404DA4A66BD68E47968A991BFB18142051BFC3@exchange-ga.li.csir o.au>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_866807583==_.ALT"

--=====================_866807583==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

We discourage the autoclaving of chlorine bleach due to corrosive effects

of chlorine to the autoclave and the personnel nearby, but it depends on

how much bleach is placed in the autoclave - small amounts are not

bad.  Generally the small amounts of misc. chemicals that our biologists

use are not a problem.  We access nonroutine chemicals on a case by case

basis, looking at volatility at 121oC, toxicity, corrosivity, noxiousness

and whether the autoclave has a capture hood.

At 12:59 PM 08/20/01 +1000, you wrote:

>Dear biosafty listers

>Can anyone provide me with a list of chemicals routinely used in biological

>labs that should not be autoclaved? Or can someone direct me to a reference

>on this topic?

>We have some staff who want to autoclave everything before disposal, but

>fail to consider the chemicals (including disinfectants) in the infectious

>materials they wish to autoclave. We therefore want to make up a list of

>'chemicals that must not be autoclaved'.

>Many thanks!

>Denise

>

>Denise Elson

>Health, Safety and Environment Advisor

>CSIRO Livestock Industries AAHL

>Private Bag 24

>GEELONG   VIC   3220

>Tel: 61 3 5227 5113

>Fax: 61 3 5227 5555

>email: denise.elson@li.csiro.au

>mobile phone: 0419 561 488

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Aug 2001 10:51:12 -0400

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      Testing Vectors for Replication Deficientcy

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------2E249AB2B7B2F54FEF8418C6"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------2E249AB2B7B2F54FEF8418C6

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Does anyone require PIs to test vector stocks for replication competant

viruses (that is, of course when replication deficiency is the intent).

Specifically, using a lentivirus system where the helper construct is a

stripped down HIV-1 gene.

Thank you,

Paul Rubock

--------------2E249AB2B7B2F54FEF8418C6

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;12720

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------2E249AB2B7B2F54FEF8418C6--

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Aug 2001 13:07:37 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alan Woodard <agwoodar@GW.DEC.STATE.NY.US>

Subject:      Re: How many days?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Ed: Could you send these questions out to the group?  Your address book isprobably more up to date.  Thanks

How many days do state regulations allow for regulated medical waste fromthe date of pickup from the generator to the time it needs to be treatedat a disposal facility?

How many days from the date of receipt at a treatment/disposal facilityuntil treatment or disposal must be conducted without refrigeration?

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Aug 2001 13:22:04 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Brian J. Wimmer" <bjw@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      shipping HSV

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

For shipping purposes, is Herpes Simplex Virus that has been altered to be

non-replicative considered an "infectious substance"? My own answer is yes,

but I would like input from the list.

Thanks.

Brian

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Aug 2001 16:32:15 -0400

Reply-To:     jkeene@erols.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "John H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: How many days?

In-Reply-To:  <sb825f35.086@gwsmtp>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Depends on the state.  Different states, different regulations.  Some states

don't even regulate medical waste.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Alan Woodard

Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2001 1:08 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: How many days?

Ed: Could you send these questions out to the group?  Your address book is

probably more up to date.  Thanks

How many days do state regulations allow for regulated medical waste from

the date of pickup from the generator to the time it needs to be treated at

a disposal facility?

How many days from the date of receipt at a treatment/disposal facility

until treatment or disposal must be conducted without refrigeration?

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Aug 2001 16:33:31 -0400

Reply-To:     jkeene@erols.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "John H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: shipping HSV

In-Reply-To:  <4.1.20010821131740.00a0ee90@merle.acns.nwu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Can you guarantee that it will never cause infection in anyone that might

come in contact with it?  If not, then it is still considered infectious.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Brian J. Wimmer

Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2001 2:22 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: shipping HSV

For shipping purposes, is Herpes Simplex Virus that has been altered to be

non-replicative considered an "infectious substance"? My own answer is yes,

but I would like input from the list.

Thanks.

Brian

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 22 Aug 2001 17:37:01 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jong Teck Keong <jongtk@IMCB.NUS.EDU.SG>

Subject:      Radioactive/chemical  waste

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0026_01C12B31.0CF529B0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0026_01C12B31.0CF529B0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi all,

Does anyone have any info or suggestion for design of a waste room meantfor radioactive waste storage prior to disposal?

For chemical waste disposal, i am currently practicing segregation ofliquid chemical waste into halogenated and non-halogenated waste, whichare stored and accumulated until proper disposal. EtBr wastes are soakedup with vermiculite and disposed as solid waste. Is there any problemwith this practice?

Jong TK

Singapore

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 22 Aug 2001 06:38:16 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christian Nordqvist <CNordqvist@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Medical Biotech Pharma Abbreviations

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_ae.199cdafb.28b4e598_boundary"

--part1_ae.199cdafb.28b4e598_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Members

We think we have completed the list of pharmaceutical, biotech, medical and

veterinary abbreviations and their meanings.  We now have a total of 27,000

abbreviations and acronyms.  By a complete list we mean we have 99% of the

terms.

We challenge you to find an acronym we have not included.  It must be

medical, biotechnological, pharma or veterinary.

www.pharma-lexicon.com

Our next step is to go through all abbreviations and acronyms which represent

associations and places and place their website address as a link in the

database. Any help here would be most welcome.  Just look up an association

or place from our search box, if the result does not have a link to a website

please send us the address if you know it.  We would be eternally grateful.

We would like to thank the many people from around the world who helped us

compile this unique database.

Best regards

Christian Nordqvist

Co-Webmaster

http://www.pharma-Lexicon.com

83 Filsham Road, St. Leonards, E Sussex TN380PE, United Kingdom

Tel: +44 1424 434208  Fax: +44 1424 716516

christian@pharma-lexicon.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 22 Aug 2001 07:56:14 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Meeting notice - FYI

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_94.18adb849.28b4f7de_boundary"

--part1_94.18adb849.28b4f7de_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Labs for the 21st Century

October 2-4, 2001

Hotel Washington

Washington, DC

www.epa.gov/labs21century

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 22 Aug 2001 09:16:29 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Radioactive/chemical  waste

In-Reply-To:  <002901c12aee$00be0240$4e2a8489@imcb.nus.edu.sg>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We have a separate radioactive waste storage facility which is similar to

our hazardous waste storage facility.  The big differences are the alarm

systemand the hepa filter system.

Ethidium Bromide is not a hazardous waste as far as the US EPA is

concerned.  I am not sure what Michigaqn DNR has to say about it.  they do

regulate several other items not regulated by the EPA.  Such as copper.

Ethidium Bromide is one of those materials that makes us uncomfortable.

what you are doing is perfictly legal.  However, because of the hazard

presented by this material, we prefer to collect it and manage it as a

chemical waste.  We have it mixed with solvents by our waste broker and

burned.  In Michigan BTW:)

Don't forget to consider OSHA aspects of this.  OSHA says you must protect

the employees from the hazard.  Irregardless of whether anybody regulates

the materials.

Bob

>    Hi all,   Does anyone have any info or suggestion for design  of a

>waste room meant for radioactive waste storage prior to disposal?     For

>chemical waste disposal, i am currently  practicing segregation of liquid

>chemical waste into halogenated and  non-halogenated waste, which are

>stored and accumulated until proper  disposal. EtBr wastes are soaked up

>with vermiculite and disposed as solid  waste. Is there any problem with

>this practice?   Jong TK Singapore

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 22 Aug 2001 17:43:08 -0800

Reply-To:     ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         YK Wan <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      Re: Radioactive/chemical  waste

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------76C8A7E2C02C0F5BCB074FBE"

--------------76C8A7E2C02C0F5BCB074FBE

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by dont.csc.cuhk.edu.hk id JAA23687

Our radioactive waste storeroom is divided into 2 parts one for short

half-life substance and the other for long term storage i.e. over

several years.  We have individual container with correct shielding

material (HDPE for alpha, Perspex for beta, Perspex and lead for gamma)

for each liquid wastes and solid wastes according to departments and

nucleoclide.  The container will be placed in the warehouse rack and

stored until the radioactivity drops to the background, we dispose them

as the chemical wastes.

Jong Teck Keong =BCg=A4J=A1G

> Hi all, Does anyone have any info or suggestion for design of a waste

> room meant for radioactive waste storage prior to disposal? For

> chemical waste disposal, i am currently practicing segregation of

> liquid chemical waste into halogenated and non-halogenated waste,

> which are stored and accumulated until proper disposal. EtBr wastes

> are soaked up with vermiculite and disposed as solid waste. Is there

> any problem with this practice? Jong TKSingapore

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 23 Aug 2001 12:55:47 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jong Teck Keong <jongtk@IMCB.NUS.EDU.SG>

Subject:      Fw: Radioactive/chemical  waste

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0033_01C12BD2.EDC59500"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0033_01C12BD2.EDC59500

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi,

Thank you for all your valuable feedback to my previous queries.

One of my greatest concern is the lack of safety awareness in the use ofethidium bromide in the laboratories in my institute. What is the riskof effects from exposure to the long term use of such small volumes ofEtBr? (use of EtBr in electrophoresis for DNA visualisation etc.). Inthe institute i worked in Australia, specific areas are designated onlyfor work involving EtBr. What aspects of laboratory design/practicesshould be looked into for "EtBr work"?

Thanks in advance.

Regards,

Jong TK

Singapore

----- Original Message -----

From: Jong Teck Keong

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2001 5:37 PM

Subject: Radioactive/chemical waste

Hi all,

Does anyone have any info or suggestion for design of a waste room meantfor radioactive waste storage prior to disposal?

For chemical waste disposal, i am currently practicing segregation ofliquid chemical waste into halogenated and non-halogenated waste, whichare stored and accumulated until proper disposal. EtBr wastes are soakedup with vermiculite and disposed as solid waste. Is there any problemwith this practice?

Jong TK

Singapore

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 23 Aug 2001 08:48:22 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jennifer Minogue <jminogue@UOGUELPH.CA>

Subject:      Re: Radioactive/chemical  waste rooms

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

For low-level trash, we use an ocean shipping container (those things

that look like trailers for trucks without wheels).

--

Jennifer Minogue

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1

519-824-4120 x 3190  Voice

519-824-0364  Fax

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 23 Aug 2001 10:21:14 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "KLEIN, Jan" <JKLEIN@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: shipping HSV

Consider shipping it as Genetically modified micro-organism, UN3245, Class

9, PI913, if it could alter another organism in an "unnatural way". I

recommend using this classification for recombinant vectors that are

modified so they no longer cause disease, but they can still deliver foreign

genes. [see IATA 3.6.2.1.2(d)]

Jan Klein

UW Madison

-----Original Message-----

From: Brian J. Wimmer [mailto:bjw@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2001 1:22 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: shipping HSV

For shipping purposes, is Herpes Simplex Virus that has been altered to be

non-replicative considered an "infectious substance"? My own answer is yes,

but I would like input from the list.

Thanks.

Brian

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 27 Aug 2001 21:21:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Janet Peterson <peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biological Lab Orientation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Don,

    The Department of Environmental Safety at the University of Maryland has

developed a Laboratory Personnel Safety Checklist for Principal

Investigators to use as a framework when discussing safety with new

employees and students.  It is available on our web page at:

www.inform.umd.edu/CampusInfo/Departments/EnvirSafety/compliance/forms/checklist.pdf

It was designed to cover all aspects of laboratory safety, not just

biosafety.  Perhaps you can adapt it for your laboratories, or at least use

it as a starting point to develop your own version.

Best regards,

Janet Peterson

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, College Park

"Donald G. Robasser" wrote:

> In doing our annual BSL2 lab reviews, we continue to find a wide

> range of approaches to orienting new lab members in the lab environment.

>

> (This is in addition to the health and safety briefing they get

> from the department's health and safety manager before they are given

> their

> lab keys and has to do with more detailed and specific lab issues,

> such as what disinfectants are being used, for what purposes, and how

> are

> they prepared; lab protocols; equipment use, etc. ).  Most labs have a

> mentor/buddy system in which they are assigned to a senior lab

> person after meeting with the lab manager, PI, or both.  But what we see

>

> lacking is a written checklist or points of discussion that lab

> manages or PIs could use to ensure that they consistently cover the same

>

> information/instruction/orientation issues with each new lab

> member.  If there is already something like this that has been created

> and is

> in use, I am hoping it might be something that we could adopt for use

> as a basic document that could be modified by our labs as necessary to

> meet their particular needs.

>

> Thanks for any input.   Don
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Subject:      Phosgene removal...the saga continues
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Hello,

A while back, I asked the group how I can dispose of a cylinder of Phosgene

located in our Chemistry Laboratory.  After considering every avenue, I was

able to find a company to take it off my hands for around 4,000 dollars.

The paperwork is still in the process of being completed, and if you've ever

worked for a State Agency, you know that may take a while.

In the process of waiting for the paperwork,  a company (we'll call them

company X)  that we contract with for the delivery of other gas cylinders,

has agreed to take it away for free.  It sounds too good to be true.  I met

with the gentleman from Company X, and these are the things he assured me:

*       that it will be "transported properly"

*       they will assume responsibility for it once it is in their

possession

I plan on writing a short contract absolving my company from any

responsibility.  Is there anything else that I need to include in my

contract?  Should I be worried?

I would appreciate any comments as soon as possible.

Thank you,

Eleanor Williams

Quality Assurance Director / Safety Officer

Scientific Laboratory Division

New Mexico Department of Health

700 Camino De Salud

P.O. Box 4700

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87196-4700

Phone: 505-841-2585

Fax:     505-841-2543

Email:  ewilliams@sld.state.nm.us
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From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Phosgene removal...the saga continues

In-Reply-To:  <F6D56A401C55E84380F108AB0098436B01BD0A@passport.sld.state.nm.us>
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In England, I would ask questions about the financial standing and technical

knowledge of company X. If company X is Dupont, then you should be OK. If

company X consists of one man and a dog and a 15 year old pick up truck,

then walk away from the deal. Such disposal outfits existed in the U.K. up

to 20 years back. Discuss the situation with your insurers, as a liability

claim could land on their desk if company X is careless either technically

or in the insurance cover it carries.

I suspect that similar criteria apply in the USA.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Williams, Eleanor

> Sent: 28 August 2001 22:18

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Phosgene removal...the saga continues

>

>

> Hello,

>

> A while back, I asked the group how I can dispose of a cylinder

> of Phosgene

> located in our Chemistry Laboratory.  After considering every

> avenue, I was

> able to find a company to take it off my hands for around 4,000 dollars.

> The paperwork is still in the process of being completed, and if

> you've ever

> worked for a State Agency, you know that may take a while.

>

> In the process of waiting for the paperwork,  a company (we'll call them

> company X)  that we contract with for the delivery of other gas cylinders,

> has agreed to take it away for free.  It sounds too good to be

> true.  I met

> with the gentleman from Company X, and these are the things he assured me:

>

> *       that it will be "transported properly"

> *       they will assume responsibility for it once it is in their

> possession

>

> I plan on writing a short contract absolving my company from any

> responsibility.  Is there anything else that I need to include in my

> contract?  Should I be worried?

>

> I would appreciate any comments as soon as possible.

>

> Thank you,

>

>

> Eleanor Williams

> Quality Assurance Director / Safety Officer

> Scientific Laboratory Division

> New Mexico Department of Health

> 700 Camino De Salud

> P.O. Box 4700

> Albuquerque, New Mexico 87196-4700

> Phone: 505-841-2585

> Fax:     505-841-2543

> Email:  ewilliams@sld.state.nm.us

>
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        Hello everyone,

        I would like to know what others are doing to maintain quality water

for their laboratories.  My questions are:

        What is the period of time between routine maintenance and type of

maintenance (filter changes, disinfection etc.) that is performed on your

building's distilled water system(s)?

         What method/procedure do you have in place to test for bacterial

colony forming units?

        George Sims
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Good morning to all:

I'm looking for references/guidance and/or policies on safety in dental

laboratories. I have good information related to biosafety/infection control

practices through OSAP (Organization for Safety and Asepsis Procedures,

International Dental Infection Control and Safety - www.osap.org).

I'm more interested in dental laboratory safety as it relates to items such

as control of dust from grinding, respiratory protection, etc.

I believe we have some participation on the list from colleges and

universities with dental programs.

Thanx in advance for any assistance.

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)
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Subject:      Re: Safety in Dental laboratories
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I have a nitrous oxide safety powerpoint program I use for our Dental

School. I can email it if you're interested.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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Subject:      Re: Safety in Dental laboratories
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Hi Kim,

I would really appreciate a copy. Thanks in advance!

Lenore

On Wed, 29 Aug 2001, Kim Auletta wrote:

> I have a nitrous oxide safety powerpoint program I use for our Dental

> School. I can email it if you're interested.

>

> Kim Auletta

> Lab Safety Specialist

> Environmental Health and Safety

> SUNY Stony Brook

> 110 Suffolk Hall

> Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> PHONE: 631-632-9672

> FAX: 631-632-9683

> E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

>

       *****************************************************************

       *                                                               *

       * Lenore Koliha                 e-mail:  lkoliha@creighton.edu  *

       * Chemical Coordinator             ph#:  (402)546-6404          *

       * Dept. EH&S                       fax:  (402)546-6403          *

       * Creighton U.                                                  *

       * Jahn Bldg., Rm-110                                            *

       * 2204 Burt St.                                                 *

       * Omaha, NE  68178                                              *

       *****************************************************************

           The true measure of a man is not by the life he leads...

                      but by the memory he leaves behind.
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jennifer Minogue <jminogue@UOGUELPH.CA>

Subject:      Re: Safety in Dental laboratories
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There is a NIOSH document about anesthetic gases in dental offices.

Check the NIOSH web site (I no longer have my copy - I gave it to my

dentist).

--

Jennifer Minogue

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1

519-824-4120 x 3190  Voice

519-824-0364  Fax
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Hello all,

I have what may amount to a very simplistic question, but in the spirit of

being thorough with regulations I will through it out there.  Do any of you

have any information regarding whether a cell culture facility with human

cell line purchased from ATCC fall under OSHA's definition of Bloodborne

Pathogens (1910.1030)?  The reason I ask is that ATCC can not guarantee that

these cell lines are HIV/HBV free.

Anyone's experience with this topic and in particular any documentation that

addresses this issue would be greatly appreciated.

Many Thanks

Jon

Jonathan Pitts

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com
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Subj:   Survey Shows Americans Don't Realize Chicken and Beef...   

Date:   8/29/2001 9:26:30 AM Eastern Daylight Time 

From:   AOL News   

BCC:    EKrisiunas 

Survey Shows Americans Don't Realize Chicken and Beef Are Often Infected wit=

h

Feces

WASHINGTON, Aug. 29 /PRNewswire/ -- A new survey shows that 84 percent of

adults have no idea that the primary source of salmonella, campylobacter, E.=

coli, and other foodborne pathogens on poultry and meat is animal feces. The=

survey of 1,000 men and women was completed during the period of July 26-29,=

2001, by Opinion Research Corporation International on behalf of the

Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine (PCRM).=A0 Foodborne illnesses=

are at epidemic levels in the United States; the Centers for Disease Control=

estimate there are at least 76 million cases each year, usually from

consumption of animal products....

For the full text of this story, <A HREF=3D"aol://4344:30.L100euWZ.7222834.6=

83557421/">click here</A>.

To edit your profile, go to keyword <A HREF=3D"aol://1722:NewsProfiles/">New=

sProfiles</A>.

For all of today's news, go to keyword <A HREF=3D"aol://1722:News/">News</A>
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I am unable to open the full article, would you  please send it to me.

Thanks.

Teri E. Lassiter

Ed Krisiunas wrote:

> Subj: Survey Shows Americans Don't Realize Chicken and Beef...

> Date: 8/29/2001 9:26:30 AM Eastern Daylight Time

> From: AOL News

> BCC: EKrisiunas

>

>

>

> Survey Shows Americans Don't Realize Chicken and Beef Are Often

> Infected with

> Feces

>

> WASHINGTON, Aug. 29 /PRNewswire/ -- A new survey shows that 84 percent

> of

> adults have no idea that the primary source of salmonella,

> campylobacter, E.

> coli, and other foodborne pathogens on poultry and meat is animal

> feces. The

> survey of 1,000 men and women was completed during the period of July

> 26-29,

> 2001, by Opinion Research Corporation International on behalf of the

> Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine (PCRM).  Foodborne

> illnesses

> are at epidemic levels in the United States; the Centers for Disease

> Control

> estimate there are at least 76 million cases each year, usually from

> consumption of animal products....

>

> For the full text of this story, click here.

>

> To edit your profile, go to keyword NewsProfiles.

> For all of today's news, go to keyword News
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At UCHSC, for our research labs, we have central deionized water and RO

water.  Those systems are on a regular PM schedule, per manufacturer

instructions, and those services are contracted out.

If labs want to distill water, it is their option to install a localsystem,

and set up their own SOPs to maintain it.

For clinical labs (which are not ours, but the associated hospital's)there

are much stricter requirements, set out in NCCLS technical bulletins I

believe.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO=A0 80262

Voice:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

email:=A0=A0=A0 therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu
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I am also unable to open this article.

How would I obtain a copy?

Thanks,

Marcia Drago

dragom@cfcc.cc.fl.us <mailto:dragom@cfcc.cc.fl.us>

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Teri Lassiter

Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2001 10:15 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: FYI

I am unable to open the full article, would you  please send it to me.

Thanks.

Teri E. Lassiter

Ed Krisiunas wrote:

Subj: Survey Shows Americans Don't Realize Chicken and Beef...

Date: 8/29/2001 9:26:30 AM Eastern Daylight Time

From: AOL News

BCC: EKrisiunas

Survey Shows Americans Don't Realize Chicken and Beef Are Often Infected

with

Feces

WASHINGTON, Aug. 29 /PRNewswire/ -- A new survey shows that 84 percent of

adults have no idea that the primary source of salmonella, campylobacter, E.

coli, and other foodborne pathogens on poultry and meat is animal feces. The

survey of 1,000 men and women was completed during the period of July 26-29,

2001, by Opinion Research Corporation International on behalf of the

Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine (PCRM).  Foodborne illnesses

are at epidemic levels in the United States; the Centers for Disease Control

estimate there are at least 76 million cases each year, usually from

consumption of animal products....

For the full text of this story, click

<aol://4344:30.L100euWZ.7222834.683557421/> here.

To edit your profile, go to keyword NewsProfiles <aol://1722:NewsProfiles/>

.

For all of today's news, go to keyword News <aol://1722:News/>
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Want to send this story to another AOL member? Click on the heart at the top=

of this window.

Survey Shows Americans Don't Realize Chicken and Beef Are Often Infected wit=

h

Feces

=A0

PCRM Doctors Petition USDA to Ensure 'Feces-Free' Meat =A0=A0

or Issue Biohazard Labels =A0

WASHINGTON, Aug. 29 /PRNewswire/ -- A new survey shows that 84 percent of

adults have no idea that the primary source of salmonella, campylobacter, E.=

coli, and other foodborne pathogens on poultry and meat is animal feces. The=

survey of 1,000 men and women was completed during the period of July 26-29,=

2001, by Opinion Research Corporation International on behalf of the

Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine (PCRM). =A0Foodborne illnesses=

are at epidemic levels in the United States; the Centers for Disease Control=

estimate there are at least 76 million cases each year, usually from

consumption of animal products.

"Our findings show the vast majority of Americans do not understand there ar=

e

feces on meat and poultry," says PCRM staff attorney Mindy Kursban. =A0"In

fact, there's a major disconnect in the public consciousness between the

foodborne illnesses that sicken so many of us and their originating cause --=

animal excrement."

Survey respondents answered the following question: "When salmonella and

other disease-causing bacteria are found on meat and poultry, which of the

following do you think BEST describes where these bacteria originally came

from?"

The answers were as follows: =A0

"They [foodborne pathogens] came from animal blood."

10 percent =A0

"They came from dirty hands."

19 percent =A0

"They are naturally present in the meat."

17 percent =A0

"They are naturally present in the animal's skin."

9 percent =A0

"They came from animal feces."

16 percent =A0

"They came from dirty air in a slaughter house."

15 percent =A0

Didn't think any of these were the right answer or didn't know.

13 percent =A0

Statistically, respondents with college degrees, a household income equal to=

or greater than $50,000, or residence in a metropolitan area were more likel=

y

to know that feces are the originating source of disease-causing bacteria.

The survey's release coincides with PCRM's filing today of a petition callin=

g

on the U.S. Department of Agriculture to protect consumers against

feces-contaminated poultry and meat.

PCRM's petition asks the government to declare feces an adulterant -- an

action that would greatly strengthen federal meat safety regulations. =A0PCR=

M

also proposes that until the government can guarantee Americans feces-free

food, all poultry and meat products should carry a biohazard label. =A0Such=

a

procedure is similar to how medical waste is treated.

For a copy of the survey, PCRM's petition, or a proposed biohazard label,

contact Jeanne Stuart McVey, PCRM media liaison, at 202-686-2210, ext. 316,

or < jeannem@pcrm.org >.

Founded in 1985, PCRM is a national health organization dedicated to

promoting preventive medicine and higher standards in medical research,

education, and practice.

MAKE YOUR OPINION COUNT - =A0Click Here =A0=A0

http://tbutton.prnewswire.com/prn/11690X75189444 =A0

SOURCE =A0Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine =A0=A0

CO: =A0Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine

ST: =A0District of Columbia

IN: =A0HEA FOD

SU:

08/29/2001 09:01 EDT http://www.prnewswire.com
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Naysayer propaganda.

Meat is not dangerous with the proper safe food handling procedures.

This group is known for scare tactics unfounded in science.

They are also connected to pro-veggie, anti-animal, anti-human groups.

BOO HISS!

Personally,

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: Ed Krisiunas [mailto:EKrisiunas@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2001 11:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Survey Shows Americans Don't Realize Chicken and Beef Are Often

Infected with Fe

Want to send this story to another AOL member? Click on the heart at the

top

of this window.

Survey Shows Americans Don't Realize Chicken and Beef Are Often Infected

with

Feces

PCRM Doctors Petition USDA to Ensure 'Feces-Free' Meat   

or Issue Biohazard Labels  

WASHINGTON, Aug. 29 /PRNewswire/ -- A new survey shows that 84 percent

of

adults have no idea that the primary source of salmonella,

campylobacter, E.

coli, and other foodborne pathogens on poultry and meat is animal feces.

The

survey of 1,000 men and women was completed during the period of July

26-29,

2001, by Opinion Research Corporation International on behalf of the

Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine (PCRM).  Foodborne

illnesses

are at epidemic levels in the United States; the Centers for Disease

Control

estimate there are at least 76 million cases each year, usually from

consumption of animal products.

"Our findings show the vast majority of Americans do not understand

there are

feces on meat and poultry," says PCRM staff attorney Mindy Kursban.  "In

fact, there's a major disconnect in the public consciousness between the

foodborne illnesses that sicken so many of us and their originating

cause --

animal excrement."

Survey respondents answered the following question: "When salmonella and

other disease-causing bacteria are found on meat and poultry, which of

the

following do you think BEST describes where these bacteria originally

came

from?"

The answers were as follows:  

"They [foodborne pathogens] came from animal blood."

10 percent  

"They came from dirty hands."

19 percent  

"They are naturally present in the meat."

17 percent  

"They are naturally present in the animal's skin."

9 percent  

"They came from animal feces."

16 percent  

"They came from dirty air in a slaughter house."

15 percent  

Didn't think any of these were the right answer or didn't know.

13 percent  

Statistically, respondents with college degrees, a household income

equal to

or greater than $50,000, or residence in a metropolitan area were more

likely

to know that feces are the originating source of disease-causing

bacteria.

The survey's release coincides with PCRM's filing today of a petition

calling

on the U.S. Department of Agriculture to protect consumers against

feces-contaminated poultry and meat.

PCRM's petition asks the government to declare feces an adulterant -- an

action that would greatly strengthen federal meat safety regulations.

PCRM

also proposes that until the government can guarantee Americans

feces-free

food, all poultry and meat products should carry a biohazard label.

Such a

procedure is similar to how medical waste is treated.

For a copy of the survey, PCRM's petition, or a proposed biohazard

label,

contact Jeanne Stuart McVey, PCRM media liaison, at 202-686-2210, ext.

316,

or < jeannem@pcrm.org >.

Founded in 1985, PCRM is a national health organization dedicated to

promoting preventive medicine and higher standards in medical research,

education, and practice.

MAKE YOUR OPINION COUNT -  Click Here   

http://tbutton.prnewswire.com/prn/11690X75189444  

SOURCE  Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine   

CO:  Physicians Committee for Responsible Medicine

ST:  District of Columbia

IN:  HEA FOD

SU:

08/29/2001 09:01 EDT http://www.prnewswire.com
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              Often          ...
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Norm:

Thank you for your insight - always good to check sources. Unfortunately, the

US public does not always check resources. I think it is important for us to

know what is being stated (whether correct or erroneous).

Regards,

Ed Krisiunas

In a message dated 8/29/2001 12:01:05 PM Eastern Daylight Time,

numberger@SMCM.EDU writes:

> Subj: Re: Survey Shows Americans Don't Realize Chicken and Beef Are Often

> Infected with Fe

> Date: 8/29/2001 12:01:05 PM Eastern Daylight Time

> From:    numberger@SMCM.EDU (Norman Umberger)

> Sender:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU (A Biosafety Discussion List)

> Reply-to:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU (A Biosafety Discussion List)

> To:    BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>

>

>

>

> Naysayer propaganda.

>

> Meat is not dangerous with the proper safe food handling procedures.

>

> This group is known for scare tactics unfounded in science.

>

> They are also connected to pro-veggie, anti-animal, anti-human groups.

>

> BOO HISS!

>

> Personally,

> Norm
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sue Quinn <squinn@EXELIXIS.COM>
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Hi Jon-

I asked a similar question recently and this is one of the responses Igot.

Good Morning,

first of all OSHA defines Human Cell Lines as a bloodborne pathogen. Done

deal.

Now as to why.

First of all, a cell line has no immune system.  So it has no way to

eradicate invaders.

Should a cell line become infected with a pathogen, it can become athreat

to the workers.

History:  Epstien Barr Virus is a BBP.  The cell line problem was

identified  when workers were contracting Mononucleuosis and the sourcewas

discovered to be the cell lines they were working with.

An interesting sidebar:  don't work with Epstien Barr Virus in Africa. I

came across a reference that indicates that if one contracts a certainform

of malaria and mono at the same time a rather nasty cancer can develope(I

only found one reference to this).

Bob

>    Hi all-   I am new to this list and reasonably new to the H&Sfield.

>We are  writing our Biosafety and Bloodborn Pathogen program and a

>question has come up  regarding human cell lines in culture and whetheror

>not they need to be  considered potentially infectious.  We have anumber

>of people using  immortalized human tumor cell lines.  I am clear onthe

>fact that people  working with primary cell lines from human umbilical

>vein or human tumor cells  would need to treat them as potentially

>infectious.  What about people  working with HeLa cells or other lines

>which have been in culture for  ages?   We are specifically curiousabout

>how to treat this with respect to the  HepB vaccination.     Thanks in

>advance for your advice!   Sue   Suzanne M. Quinn

>Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

>Exelixis,  Inc.

>170 Harbor Way

>P.O. Box 511

>South San Francisco, CA   94083-0511

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Pitts, Jonathan

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2001 6:33 AM

  Subject: Bloodborne pathogens

  Hello all,

  I have what may amount to a very simplistic question, but in thespirit of

  being thorough with regulations I will through it out there.  Do anyof you

  have any information regarding whether a cell culture facility withhuman

  cell line purchased from ATCC fall under OSHA's definition ofBloodborne

  Pathogens (1910.1030)?  The reason I ask is that ATCC can notguarantee that

  these cell lines are HIV/HBV free.

  Anyone's experience with this topic and in particular anydocumentation that

  addresses this issue would be greatly appreciated.

  Many Thanks

  Jon

  Jonathan Pitts

  MediSpectra Inc.

  45 Hartwell Ave.

  Lexington, MA 02421

  Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

  Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

  Fax: (781) 674-0002

  www.medispectra.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Aug 2001 11:18:57 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Karen Ruhl <karenr@CHUGAIBIO.COM>

Subject:      Parvo B19

In-Reply-To:  <0D2A38F7D850D311819D0000EE09CE6601E10410@HO95>
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Dear List:

What precautions does your company/institution take for pregnant employees

working with Parvo B19?

Do you restrict them for handling materials infected with Parvo or do you

advise of the risks and have a signature on file that risks were reviewed,

allowing the employee to choose whether or not to work with the organism?

Thank you for your time.

Karen Ruhl

Biological Safety Manager

Gen-Probe

San Diego, CA

858.410.8874
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Pitts, Jonathan" <jpitts@MEDISPECTRA.COM>

Subject:      BBP testing
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Hello all,

As a follow up question to my last e-mail I was curious if anyone knows of a

company that can test cell cultures for the presence of bloodborne pathogens

(HIV/HBC/HCV/HPV).

I appreciate all of your help.

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hinz, Matthew" <HinzM@DVCHQ.COM>

Subject:      Re: BBP testing
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Jon,

Many contract testing facilities perform adventious agent testing, for

vaccines produced in cell culture.  Normally they are looking for similar

viral contaminants in final products.  In MA, Q-One (www.q-one.com) in

Worcester is one candidate, otherwise you might try BioReliance

(www.bioreliance.com) in Rockville, MD.  The one problem I foresee is that

they usually perform testing under GLP/GMP regulation, and therefore will be

relatively expensive.

Best of luck.

Matthew E. Hinz

Senior Environmental Scientist

DynPort Vaccine Company, LLC

301-607-5044

Fax: 301-607-5099

E-mail: hinzm@dvchq.com <mailto:hinzm@dvchq.com>

-----Original Message-----

From: Pitts, Jonathan [mailto:jpitts@MEDISPECTRA.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2001 3:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BBP testing

Hello all,

As a follow up question to my last e-mail I was curious if anyone knows of a

company that can test cell cultures for the presence of bloodborne pathogens

(HIV/HBC/HCV/HPV).

I appreciate all of your help.

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com
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Subject:      Re: BBP testing
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Jon:  Save your money.  No matter how much you test it it's still BSL-2 by OSHA

standards

Joe Coggin

"Pitts, Jonathan" wrote:

> Hello all,

>

> As a follow up question to my last e-mail I was curious if anyone knows of a

> company that can test cell cultures for the presence of bloodborne pathogens

> (HIV/HBC/HCV/HPV).

>

> I appreciate all of your help.

>

> Jon

>

> Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

> MediSpectra Inc.

> 45 Hartwell Ave.

> Lexington, MA 02421

> Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

> Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

> Fax: (781) 674-0002

> www.medispectra.com
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         pat king <patking@FMI.CH>

Subject:      leakproof centrifuge tubes
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Hi!

Can anyone recommend a source of disposable 50-ml centrifuge tubes

guaranteed not to leak when spun in a low-speed bench centrifuge? Or do you

all accept that such centrifuges are constantly

contaminated?

Many thanks,

Pat King

Friedrich Miescher Institute for Biomedical Research

Maulbeerstr. 66

4058 Basel

Switzerland

www.fmi.ch
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Recombinant DNA Registration
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Our university IBC is updating our research project review process.  We

currently have 2 separate documents for investigators to file when they

begin a research project.  One document deals with infectious agents,

toxins and others and the second document addresses registration of rDNA

experiments as stated in the NIH Guidelines.  We have considered

generating one comprehensive document that can be used for both

infectious agents and rDNA registration because we ask many of the same

questions on both documents.  How do other University's handle this

matter?  It would be great if I could see examples of programs or forms

from other insitutions.  Thanks in advance and if I can be of help to

you, please let me know.

Sincerely,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314)577-8608

campbem@slu.edu
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From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      control of waste anesthetic gases
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do you have a program for this in you research areas? specifically in small

animal research and surgeries?

any advice on scavenging equipment?  policies? procedures?

thanks in advance

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Pager:   303-266-5402

Fax:      303-315-8026

email:    therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu <mailto:therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Rowe, Thomas" <txr2@CDC.GOV>

Subject:      Re: control of waste anesthetic gases
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Braintree Scientific specializes in animal research equipment and has gas

scavanging systems.  They can be found on the Web at: www.brainstreesci.com

Thomas Rowe

-----Original Message-----

From: Therese M. Stinnett [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, August 31, 2001 3:11 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: control of waste anesthetic gases

do you have a program for this in you research areas? specifically in small

animal research and surgeries?

any advice on scavenging equipment?  policies? procedures?

thanks in advance

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Pager:   303-266-5402

Fax:      303-315-8026

email:    therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu <mailto:therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Marcham, Cheri" <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: control of waste anesthetic gases
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Therese - I gathered some info for our lab safety manual.  Check out

this chapter starting on page IV-28.

http://w3.ouhsc.edu/ehso/labman/Section%204%20-%20Chemical%20Hazards.pdf

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Therese M. Stinnett [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, August 31, 2001 2:11 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: control of waste anesthetic gases

do you have a program for this in you research areas? specifically in

small

animal research and surgeries?

any advice on scavenging equipment?  policies? procedures?

thanks in advance

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Pager:   303-266-5402

Fax:      303-315-8026

email:    therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu mailto:therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Recombinant DNA Registration

In-Reply-To:  <3B8E790F.A78BE044@slu.edu>
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We just have one form with multiple parts, see http://web.mit.edu/bso/www/

and click on forms to see our registration form (though currently the MIT

website seems down).

At 12:34 PM 08/30/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Our university IBC is updating our research project review process.  We

>currently have 2 separate documents for investigators to file when they

>begin a research project.  One document deals with infectious agents,

>toxins and others and the second document addresses registration of rDNA

>experiments as stated in the NIH Guidelines.  We have considered

>generating one comprehensive document that can be used for both

>infectious agents and rDNA registration because we ask many of the same

>questions on both documents.  How do other University's handle this

>matter?  It would be great if I could see examples of programs or forms

>from other insitutions.  Thanks in advance and if I can be of help to

>you, please let me know.

>

>Sincerely,

>

>

>Mark Campbell, M.S.

>Biological Safety Officer

>Office of Environmental Safety and Services

>Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

>1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314)577-8608

>campbem@slu.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Subject:      OutReach & Education Efforts 2001
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Earlier this summer, someone sent a powerpoint presentation on "OSHA's

Revised Bloodborne Pathogens Standard" and below the title was Outreach and

Education Effort 2001. Would the person who sent it, be kind enough to

resend it. I lost my file!!!!!

Thanks

Pat Galloway

CDC

Atlanta, Ga

PWG2@CDC.GOV
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OutReach & Education Efforts 2001
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I would like a copy of that myself.

Sam Snyder Ph.D. MPH PE

Risk Management Services

Los Angeles County Office of Education

snyder_sam@lacoe.edu

> ----------

> From:         Galloway, Patricia W.[SMTP:pwg2@CDC.GOV]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Tuesday, September 04, 2001 12:19 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      OutReach & Education Efforts 2001

>

> Earlier this summer, someone sent a powerpoint presentation on "OSHA's

> Revised Bloodborne Pathogens Standard" and below the title was Outreach

> and Education Effort 2001. Would the person who sent it, be kind enough to

> resend it. I lost my file!!!!!

> Thanks

> Pat Galloway

> CDC

> Atlanta, Ga

> PWG2@CDC.GOV

>
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Subject:      Re: OutReach & Education Efforts 2001
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I just saw one on the OSHA web site on

http://www.osha-slc.gov/SLTC/needlestick/index.html

Scroll down near the bottom of the "What's New" box".

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Galloway, Patricia W. [mailto:pwg2@CDC.GOV]

Sent: Tuesday, September 04, 2001 12:20 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: OutReach & Education Efforts 2001

Earlier this summer, someone sent a powerpoint presentation on "OSHA's

Revised Bloodborne Pathogens Standard" and below the title was Outreach

and Education Effort 2001. Would the person who sent it, be kind enough

to resend it. I lost my file!!!!!

Thanks

Pat Galloway

CDC

Atlanta, Ga

PWG2@CDC.GOV
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Marcham, Cheri" <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Needlestick questionnaire
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As you know, the change to the OSHA Bloodborne Pathogen Standard states

"An employer, who is required to establish an Exposure Control Plan

shall solicit input from non-managerial employees responsible for direct

patient care who are potentially exposed to injuries from contaminated

sharps in the identification, evaluation, and selection of effective

engineering and work practice controls and shall document the

solicitation in the Exposure Control Plan."

I presume this solicitation would best be accomplished through some sort

of questionnaire????  Has anyone already developed one that they would

share?

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu
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From:         Janet Peterson <peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Needlestick questionnaire
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Cheri,

    The OSHA  compliance directive dated 5Nov99, "Enforcement Procedures for

the Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens"  contains sample

engineering control evaluation forms in Appendix B.   The directive is

available on the web at

www.osha-slc.gov/OshDoc/Directive_data/CPL_2-2_44D.html, or

www.osha-slc.gov/OshDoc/Directive_pdf/CPL_2-2_44D.pdf.

Sincerely,

    Janet Peterson, RBP, CBSP

    Biosafety Officer

    University of Maryland, College Park

"Marcham, Cheri" wrote:

> As you know, the change to the OSHA Bloodborne Pathogen Standard states

> "An employer, who is required to establish an Exposure Control Plan

> shall solicit input from non-managerial employees responsible for direct

> patient care who are potentially exposed to injuries from contaminated

> sharps in the identification, evaluation, and selection of effective

> engineering and work practice controls and shall document the

> solicitation in the Exposure Control Plan."

>

> I presume this solicitation would best be accomplished through some sort

> of questionnaire????  Has anyone already developed one that they would

> share?

>

> Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

> Environmental Health and Safety Officer

> The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

> P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

> Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

> 405/271-3000

> FAX 405/271-1606

> cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu
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This is the web site where the presentation is located.

http://www.osha-slc.gov/SLTC/needlestick/index.html

Teri E. Lassiter

"Galloway, Patricia W." wrote:

>  Earlier this summer, someone sent a powerpoint presentation on

> "OSHA's Revised Bloodborne Pathogens Standard" and below the title was

> Outreach and Education Effort 2001. Would the person who sent it, be

> kind enough to resend it. I lost my file!!!!!ThanksPat

> GallowayCDCAtlanta, GaPWG2@CDC.GOV
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Pentagon to Develop Anthrax Strain

By ROBERT BURNS

.c The Associated Press

WASHINGTON (AP) - The Defense Intelligence Agency plans to develop small

amounts of a potentially more potent variant of the bacterium that causes

deadly anthrax, Pentagon officials said Tuesday.

``We plan to proceed'' once internal legal reviews have been completed and

Congress has been fully informed, said Victoria Clarke, spokeswoman for

Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld.

The existence of the project was revealed in Tuesday's New York Times, which

said it was part of a broader research effort to improve U.S. defenses

against biological agents.

Rumsfeld has identified biological weapons as one of the most worrisome

national security threats.

Clarke said the purpose of developing a new strain of anthrax is strictly

defensive: to ensure that an effective vaccine is available should a

biological weapon be used against American troops.

She said it was reported publicly in 1997 that Russia may have been

developing the new strain. The U.S. government asked Russia for a sample so

it could test vaccines, but no samples were provided.

``We have a vaccine that works against all the known anthrax strains,'' she

told reporters at the Pentagon. ``What we want to do is make sure we are

prepared for any surprises, we're prepared for anything that might happen

that might be a threat. So in the early part of this year, the DIA started to

look into ... how we could develop that modified anthrax strain so we could

test our vaccines against it.''

So far, the DIA has not produced any samples of the new strain, she said.

``The legal reviews that have been done to date indicate that the work would

be compliant'' with the Biological Weapons Convention, Clarke said, because

it is defensive in nature and in small quantities.

She said she did not know exactly how much of the new anthrax stain the DIA

planned to develop.

``With all the appropriate legal reviews, with all the appropriate

interagency coordination and congressional briefing, we plan to proceed,''

she added.

The project is part of a broader effort, named Project Jefferson, that was

required by Congress in 1997 to guard against technological surprises with

regard to the biological warfare threat to U.S. forces.

Separately, the Times report said the Central Intelligence Agency built a

replica of a miniature bomb, or bomblet, developed by the former Soviet Union

to deliver biological agents. The CIA's purpose was to study how well the

bomblet could disperse the agents under different atmospheric conditions.

The Times said the United States feared the bomblet was being sold on the

international market.

CIA spokesman William Harlow said Tuesday he could not discuss specific work

in this area.

``One of our missions is to learn about potential biological warfare threats

to the United States,'' Harlow said. ``Occasionally, laboratory or

experimental work is required to understand the significance of intelligence

gathered about potential foreign threats. Everything we've done in this

respect was entirely appropriate, necessary and consistent with U.S. treaty

obligations and was briefed to U.S. National Security Council staff and

appropriate congressional oversight committees.''

A U.S. intelligence official, speaking on condition of anonymity, said the

CIA has done laboratory tests of foreign munitions to determine how they work

and to validate intelligence already collected.

AP-NY-09-04-01 1639EDT

Copyright 2001 The Associated Press. The information contained in the AP news

report may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or otherwise distributed

without the prior written authority of The Associated Press.  All active

hyperlinks have been inserted by AOL.
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Subject:      Re: BBP testing
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I go off on vacation and a hot topic appears on the list, sigh.  Regarding

testing of human cell cultures, I know of no commercial place that will

certify that their cells are free of all BBP (their lawyers would have a

fit if they did).  Can one test, sure but the expense to test for ALL BBP,

not just the common viruses is just prohibitive, both in actual money and

in time.  It is far less expensive to comply with the OSHA standard.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Thank you Richie and all who responded to my inquiries.  I have arrived at

the same conclusion and agree with the assessment that OSHA BBP compliance

is the proper (and cheapest) solution.  I appreciate everyone's input and

time concerning this matter.

Best Regards,

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 05, 2001 8:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BBP testing

I go off on vacation and a hot topic appears on the list, sigh.  Regarding

testing of human cell cultures, I know of no commercial place that will

certify that their cells are free of all BBP (their lawyers would have a fit

if they did).  Can one test, sure but the expense to test for ALL BBP, not

just the common viruses is just prohibitive, both in actual money and in

time.  It is far less expensive to comply with the OSHA standard.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Hi:

I saw this on an email list I am on...anyone tried this?  I am looking

for low-cost, but effective training for our housekeeping and

maintenance staff.

Norm

NUMBerger@smcm.edu

NFPA SPONSORED BLOODBORNE PATHOGEN SAFETY TRAINING

To help reduce occupational risks and combat any further incidences

of Hepatitis C, NFPA and TargetSafety are sponsoring a no cost,

web-based training course on Bloodborne Pathogens Safety. This type

of training will minimize the risk of exposure and is critical since

there are no vaccines to prevent Hepatitis C and other bloodborne

diseases.

This self-paced, interactive course references OSHA 29 CFR and

covers everything from "How Infections Occur" to "How to Protect

Yourself", including universal precautions, personal protective

equipment, post-exposure evaluation, and more. The course takes

about 45 minutes to complete and is being offered at no cost as a

public service, keeping with NFPA's commitment to safety and health.

The NFPA and TargetSafety hope to provide the maximum number of

employees with the critical knowledge that could save their lives

using an Internet-based format of training available at any time,

day or night.

To take the course, or to find out more about this and other online

safety training courses from TargetSafety.com, log on to

http://WWW.PROCESSREQUEST.COM/apps/redir.asp?link=3DXbcgegddCF,YdggcaaccC=

B

&oid=3DUbiefBI
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Haven't seen the course, just be aware that in order to meet the standard:

1) there must be a knowledgable person available to answer questions; 2)

course must cover signs and symptoms of HBV & HIV; 3) must cover what to do

in case of exposure; 4) must cover medical recordkeeping.

So, I would suggest you log on and go thru the course to see if it meets

the OSHA minimums.

  At 08:42 AM 09/05/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Hi:

>

>

>

>I saw this on an email list I am on&anyone tried this?  I am looking for

>low-cost, but effective training for our housekeeping and maintenance staff.

>

>

>

>Norm

>

><mailto:NUMBerger@smcm.edu>NUMBerger@smcm.edu

>

>

>

>NFPA SPONSORED BLOODBORNE PATHOGEN SAFETY TRAINING

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Hi:

I just did...it seemed pretty good....it was the best on-line course I

have taken (notwithstanding the content)...except it cannot meet #1 (or

can it?)...plus it would have to be supplemented with site-specific

info...

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 05, 2001 9:12 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BBP training

Haven't seen the course, just be aware that in order to meet the

standard: 1) there must be a knowledgable person available to answer

questions; 2) course must cover signs and symptoms of HBV & HIV; 3) must

cover what to do in case of exposure; 4) must cover medical

recordkeeping.

So, I would suggest you log on and go thru the course to see if it meets

the OSHA minimums.

 At 08:42 AM 09/05/01 -0400, you wrote:

Hi:

I saw this on an email list I am on&anyone tried this?  I am looking for

low-cost, but effective training for our housekeeping and maintenance

staff.

Norm

NUMBerger@smcm.edu

NFPA SPONSORED BLOODBORNE PATHOGEN SAFETY TRAINING

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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I am willing to accept that the Soviet Union had developed a novel anthrax

strain.  I am willing to accept that other countries have received this

strain or have created their own.  However, I am extremely skeptical that

developing such a strain here would help in any way in preparing for an

attack using the SU strain.

In order for research on the US strain to be useful, it would have to be

identical to the SU in its mechanism of resistance to the vaccine.  There

would seem to be three main ways of obtaining vaccine resistance: 1)

mutation of antigens, 2) deletion of antigens, and 3) sequestering or other

ways of hiding from the immune system.

The easiest way to create a new strain would be to alter the surface

antigens through mutation.  There are a very large number of such possible

mutations, and the chance of two strains having the same mutation is

vanishingly small.  Two separately derived mutants are actually less similar

to each other than either is to the original strain.  A new vaccine to a US

strain would be totally useless in dealing with any other strain.

Assuming that there are only a few major antigens to deal with, different

deletion variants would be biologically similar and research on one could

probably be extrapolated to others.   However, I suspect that deleting some

of the most common surface components would cause major problems for the

bacterium.

Other bacteria use a variety of tricks to escape the immune system.  If

there were a specific mechanism being transferred in from a known source,

then it would be possible to duplicate the effect in the US strain.  Again,

I doubt that this would be worth the trouble.

So why are we doing this?

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

    -----Original Message-----

    From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Ed Krisiunas

    Sent: Tuesday, September 04, 2001 9:08 PM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: Pentagon to Develop Anthrax Strain

    Pentagon to Develop Anthrax Strain

    By ROBERT BURNS

    .c The Associated Press

    WASHINGTON (AP) - The Defense Intelligence Agency plans to develop small

    amounts of a potentially more potent variant of the bacterium that

causes

    deadly anthrax, Pentagon officials said Tuesday.

    ``We plan to proceed'' once internal legal reviews have been completed

and

    Congress has been fully informed, said Victoria Clarke, spokeswoman for

    Defense Secretary Donald H. Rumsfeld.

    The existence of the project was revealed in Tuesday's New York Times,

which

    said it was part of a broader research effort to improve U.S. defenses

    against biological agents.

    Rumsfeld has identified biological weapons as one of the most worrisome

    national security threats.

    Clarke said the purpose of developing a new strain of anthrax is

strictly

    defensive: to ensure that an effective vaccine is available should a

    biological weapon be used against American troops.

    She said it was reported publicly in 1997 that Russia may have been

    developing the new strain. The U.S. government asked Russia for a sample

so

    it could test vaccines, but no samples were provided.

    ``We have a vaccine that works against all the known anthrax strains,''

she

    told reporters at the Pentagon. ``What we want to do is make sure we are

    prepared for any surprises, we're prepared for anything that might

happen

    that might be a threat. So in the early part of this year, the DIA

started to

    look into ... how we could develop that modified anthrax strain so we

could

    test our vaccines against it.''

    So far, the DIA has not produced any samples of the new strain, she

said.

    ``The legal reviews that have been done to date indicate that the work

would

    be compliant'' with the Biological Weapons Convention, Clarke said,

because

    it is defensive in nature and in small quantities.

    She said she did not know exactly how much of the new anthrax stain the

DIA

    planned to develop.

    ``With all the appropriate legal reviews, with all the appropriate

    interagency coordination and congressional briefing, we plan to

proceed,''

    she added.

    The project is part of a broader effort, named Project Jefferson, that

was

    required by Congress in 1997 to guard against technological surprises

with

    regard to the biological warfare threat to U.S. forces.

    Separately, the Times report said the Central Intelligence Agency built

a

    replica of a miniature bomb, or bomblet, developed by the former Soviet

Union

    to deliver biological agents. The CIA's purpose was to study how well

the

    bomblet could disperse the agents under different atmospheric

conditions.

    The Times said the United States feared the bomblet was being sold on

the

    international market.

    CIA spokesman William Harlow said Tuesday he could not discuss specific

work

    in this area.

    ``One of our missions is to learn about potential biological warfare

threats

    to the United States,'' Harlow said. ``Occasionally, laboratory or

    experimental work is required to understand the significance of

intelligence

    gathered about potential foreign threats. Everything we've done in this

    respect was entirely appropriate, necessary and consistent with U.S.

treaty

    obligations and was briefed to U.S. National Security Council staff and

    appropriate congressional oversight committees.''

    A U.S. intelligence official, speaking on condition of anonymity, said

the

    CIA has done laboratory tests of foreign munitions to determine how they

work

    and to validate intelligence already collected.

    AP-NY-09-04-01 1639EDT

    Copyright 2001 The Associated Press. The information contained in the AP

news

    report may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or otherwise

distributed

    without the prior written authority of The Associated Press.  All active

    hyperlinks have been inserted by AOL.
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Before I test this - is there a cost?  Am I going to get a bill in the

mail or something?

Cheri Marcham

-----Original Message-----

From: Norman Umberger [mailto:numberger@SMCM.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 05, 2001 7:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BBP training

Hi:

I saw this on an email list I am on...anyone tried this?  I am looking

for low-cost, but effective training for our housekeeping and

maintenance staff.

Norm

NUMBerger@smcm.edu

NFPA SPONSORED BLOODBORNE PATHOGEN SAFETY TRAINING

To help reduce occupational risks and combat any further incidences

of Hepatitis C, NFPA and TargetSafety are sponsoring a no cost,

web-based training course on Bloodborne Pathogens Safety. This type

of training will minimize the risk of exposure and is critical since

there are no vaccines to prevent Hepatitis C and other bloodborne

diseases.

This self-paced, interactive course references OSHA 29 CFR and

covers everything from "How Infections Occur" to "How to Protect

Yourself", including universal precautions, personal protective

equipment, post-exposure evaluation, and more. The course takes

about 45 minutes to complete and is being offered at no cost as a

public service, keeping with NFPA's commitment to safety and health.

The NFPA and TargetSafety hope to provide the maximum number of

employees with the critical knowledge that could save their lives

using an Internet-based format of training available at any time,

day or night.

To take the course, or to find out more about this and other online

safety training courses from TargetSafety.com, log on to

http://WWW.PROCESSREQUEST.COM/apps/redir.asp?link=3DXbcgegddCF,YdggcaaccC=

B

<http://www.processrequest.com/apps/redir.asp?link=3DXbcgegddCF,Ydggcaacc=

C

B&oid=3DUbiefBI> &oid=3DUbiefBI
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Hi all

        A professor is planning a mammal trapping field exercise for her

students.  Six students would go out to the field at a time.  Safety is

her first priority.  Hantavirus is a concern.  She has chosen a location

where the deer mouse Peromyscus is not commonly found.  I would like to

find a way for the students to go into the field if possible, safe,

legal, etc.

        I have 2 PAPR units.    I would like to use disposable

respirators for the other 4 students - modify the work or have them each

take a turn with the PAPRs.  At the moment I do not know the work

planned procedure.

        I am studying CDC Precautions for Workers in Affected Areas Who

are Regularly Exposed to Rodents.  It says use N-100 filter type.

However when I look in the catalogs I see mostly N-95 type of filter

types. 

        Is N-95 essentially the same as N-100?

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu
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Madeline, N-100 are HEPA respirators. NIOSH uses 100 instead of 99.97. N-95

refers to the efficiency being 95 %. Bottom line... they are close but not

the same.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Madeline J. Dalrymple [mailto:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 05, 2001 11:19 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Respirators N95 vs. N100

Hi all

        A professor is planning a mammal trapping field exercise for her

students.  Six students would go out to the field at a time.  Safety is her

first priority.  Hantavirus is a concern.  She has chosen a location where

the deer mouse Peromyscus is not commonly found.  I would like to find a way

for the students to go into the field if possible, safe, legal, etc.

        I have 2 PAPR units.    I would like to use disposable respirators

for the other 4 students - modify the work or have them each take a turn

with the PAPRs.  At the moment I do not know the work planned procedure.

        I am studying CDC Precautions for Workers in Affected Areas Who are

Regularly Exposed to Rodents.  It says use N-100 filter type. However when I

look in the catalogs I see mostly N-95 type of filter types.

        Is N-95 essentially the same as N-100?

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu
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Subject:      Re: Respirators N95 vs. N100
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Hi Madeline,

Check the CDC website - for 1) prevalance of Hantav. in your area; 2) host

rodents (more then deer mice carry it).  That way you can do a reasonable

risk assessment.  The risk when in an open field is far less then in a

crawl space.

Richie

At 10:19 AM 09/05/01 -0600, you wrote:

>Hi all

>         A professor is planning a mammal trapping field exercise for her

> students.  Six students would go out to the field at a time.  Safety is

> her first priority.  Hantavirus is a concern.  She has chosen a location

> where the deer mouse Peromyscus is not commonly found.  I would like to

> find a way for the students to go into the field if possible, safe, legal, etc.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Edwin Jackson <Edwin_Jackson@BYU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Pentagon to Develop Anthrax Strain
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The point of the project is, I suspect, to determine which variations

are viable and which are not  and further to determine the possible

ways of immunizing against such a variant.  Since the main binding

portion of the toxin subunit known as PA is about 82 kD, there are

surely dozens or hundreds of antigenic sites on the surface of the

protein.  But in order to reduce the effectiveness of the vaccine you

probably need to block or alter the antigens at the site of cell

attachment or do the same at the sites where LF and EF hook on to PA.

The Soviet Union, prior to its disintegration, was heavily involved

in genetic engineering in their bioweapons program, I doubt that any

new weapon developed in the late 80's or early 90's would have used

technology as clumsy as the old technique of introducing a mutogen and

selecting the mutant that fit the specifications.  The Soviet Union

did apparently use this technique in the 70's, but it is likely that

any weaponized organism built after about 1985 was specifically

altered at a known site for a specific purpose. It is reasonable to

assume that with a little work in the laboratory we can get a good

idea of what it takes to build such an organism.

If I were designing an organism to avoid the vaccine I would be very

interested in blocking or altering the attachment sites.  That is not

the only to accomplish the goal. Recently researchers have also

rendered the mouse pox virus vaccine ineffective by cloning into the

genome an interferon gene.  But the number of alterations that would

accomplish the inactivation of the vaccine and leave the toxic effects

of the bacillus intact are probably very limited.  Creation of a

vaccine resistant strain that is still toxigenic would certainly help

elucidate the possible means that have  apparently been used by Russia

to do the same, and should give a general idea of what, if anything,

can be done to protect people from the new agent.

Of course an easier approach would be to obtain a culture of the

weaponized strain, and determine the genetic differences.  The

Russians are apparently not interested at this time.
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Organization: University of Western Ontario

Subject:      Re: Respirators N95 vs. N100
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 Hi Madeline,

    We have a research team trapping Peromyscus in S Alberta, Canada now

for several years. Our approach has been to require the researcher to

send samples of animals that they trap away for testing  as well as

monitoring the incidence of Hantavirus in the area though the Winnipeg

laboratories. All has been negative so far.

Our researchers ( so long as all is negative) do not wear masks or

respirators when trapping. They wear gloves if the handle the carcasses

and carry alcohol wipes into the field.

 They are informed about Hanta virus and the risks and all field

personnel have to sign that this training has occurred. Any indications

of positive animals in their trapping area would require respirators (

P100) and protective clothing.

 I think the most important thing is to get good data about the

incidence of Hv in your area before deciding what to do.

Gillian

"Madeline J. Dalrymple" wrote:

> Hi all

>         A professor is planning a mammal trapping field exercise for

> her students.  Six students would go out to the field at a time.

> Safety is her first priority.  Hantavirus is a concern.  She has

> chosen a location where the deer mouse Peromyscus is not commonly

> found.  I would like to find a way for the students to go into the

> field if possible, safe, legal, etc.

>

>         I have 2 PAPR units.    I would like to use disposable

> respirators for the other 4 students - modify the work or have them

> each take a turn with the PAPRs.  At the moment I do not know the work

> planned procedure.

>

>         I am studying CDC Precautions for Workers in Affected Areas

> Who are Regularly Exposed to Rodents.  It says use N-100 filter type.

> However when I look in the catalogs I see mostly N-95 type of filter

> types.

>

>         Is N-95 essentially the same as N-100?

>

> Madeline Dalrymple

> Biological Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

> 766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu

--

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

Gillian Norton

Biosafety Officer

The University of Western Ontario

Occupational Health and Safety

Stevenson Lawson Building, Rm. 60

Phone: (519)661-2036 Ext. 84747

FAX:   (519)661-3420

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Sep 2001 10:20:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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From:         "Marcham, Cheri" <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Needlestick questionnaire
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Yeah - I knew about these forms, but as I read these, the best I can

tell with these forms is you throw a device at someone (not literally)

and ask how does it work?

I would think it would be better to solicit input from workers to find

out what tasks employees feel need devices first, then what type of

devices they feel would work, THEN get the device and evaluate it.

Anyone else done this, or has everyone just mandated devices for every

task then evaluated them?

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Janet Peterson [mailto:peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 04, 2001 2:25 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Needlestick questionnaire

Cheri,

    The OSHA  compliance directive dated 5Nov99, "Enforcement Procedures

for

the Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens"  contains sample

engineering control evaluation forms in Appendix B.   The directive is

available on the web at

www.osha-slc.gov/OshDoc/Directive_data/CPL_2-2_44D.html, or

www.osha-slc.gov/OshDoc/Directive_pdf/CPL_2-2_44D.pdf.
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From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Needlestick questionnaire
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We've used the EPINet forms & other info found on the OSHA Needlestick

page:

http://www.osha-slc.gov/SLTC/needlestick/index.html

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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From:         Debra Hunt <hunt0009@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Needlestick questionnaire
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Hi, Cheri.  I don't think there is any one way to determine the need for

safer needles/sharps and their evaluation and implementation that works for

all institutions.

Our method here has been to critically evaluate the exposures that have

occurred during the course of the year.  We have targeted the exposures

that have occurred with hollow-bore, blood-filled needles as our first

priority.  When we have determined which types of devices to target, we

contact employee representatives who are using them.  These folks sometimes

have some definite ideas about safety devices that they may have seen at

conferences or used at other institutions.  We take their suggestions, and

may contact other vendors with safety products and ask them to demonstrate

their product (s) to the employees.

(A list of safety devices and vendors can be found at the website for the

International Health Care Worker Safety Center, UVA:

www.med.virginia.edu/epinet; or, you may find some listed in my "Standard

Precautions" chapter in the book, Biological Safety:  Principles and

Practices).

The employees who are actually using the devices screen out those they KNOW

they cannot use for one reason or another, and decide on those devices they

would like to trial.  We then conduct clinical trials (usually for 1-2

weeks, depending on how often the devices are used by each employee.  we

like to have the employee trial the safety device at least 10 times before

evaluating).  We then use the evaluation forms from TDICT (the ones

previously referred to in earlier e-mails, and can be found on the

internet).  The devices with the best scores win, and are recommended to

our Products Standardization Committee.

Hope this helps

Debra L. Hunt, DrPH, CBSP

Director, Biological Safety

Duke University / Duke University Health Systems

919-684-8822

hunt0009@mc.duke.edu
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From:         Lisa Wisser <lisa.wisser@SRI.COM>

Organization: SRI International

Subject:      Wannemacher toxin presentation?
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Hello List,

I have a copy of the Wannemacher presentation titled "Procedures for

Inactivation and Safety Containment of Toxins" but don't know when or

where the presentation was actually given. Can anyone provide me with

the details?

Also, I would be interested in any other useful papers or presentations

on toxin inactivation.

Thank you,

Lisa Wisser

Biosafety Officer

SRI International
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Subject:      Re: Wannemacher toxin presentation?

In-Reply-To:  <3B97B3B5.1A515A5C@sri.com>
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Hi Lisa,

I'm not sure which toxins are of concern, but I received some excellent

practical guidance for toxin inactivation from the folks at the CDC

botulinum research laboratory.  You may want to contact them (I found

them through a circuitous internet search but lost the contact

info-sorry).

On Thu, 6 Sep 2001 10:34:45 -0700 Lisa Wisser <lisa.wisser@SRI.COM>

wrote:

> Hello List,

>

> I have a copy of the Wannemacher presentation titled "Procedures for

> Inactivation and Safety Containment of Toxins" but don't know when or

> where the presentation was actually given. Can anyone provide me with

> the details?

>

> Also, I would be interested in any other useful papers or presentations

> on toxin inactivation.

>

> Thank you,

>

> Lisa Wisser

> Biosafety Officer

> SRI International

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

Bruce Hanley

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu
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Subject:      Fwd: [APIC] CDC update on CJD
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From the APIC Listserv

Ed Krisiunas

> From:  NCID/HIP Rapid Notification [SMTP:rns@CDC.GOV]

> Subject:  New information from CDC

> Sent:  9/6/01 11:40 AM

> ===================

>

> 1.  CDC has published the following article:

> Public Health Dispatch: Adverse Events and Deaths Associated With Laboratory

>

> Errors at a Hospital --- Pennsylvania, 2001

> http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/mm5033a4.htm

>

> 2.  CDC added the following statement to the CDC "Questions and Answers

> Regarding Creutzfeldt-Jakob Disease Infection-Control Practices".  For the

> full document see:

> http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/diseases/cjd/cjd_inf_ctrl_qa.htm

>

> The three most stringent sterilization methods for heat-resistant

> instruments described in Annex III of the WHO guidelines are listed below;

> the alternatives are listed in order of more to less severe treatments.

>

>        1.Immerse in 1N sodium hydroxide (NaOH) and heat in a gravity

> displacement autoclave at 121 C for 30 min; clean; rinse in water; and

> subject to routine sterilization.

>

> [CDC NOTE: On August 30, 2001, CDC was notified by a laboratory-equipment

> manufacturer about a concern that this sterilization procedure might produce

>

> a reaction which could be both harmful to human health and damaging to the

> autoclave. CDC is currently consulting with CJD and equipment-sterilization

> experts to assess the concern reported by the manufacturer. Persons who use

> this procedure should be cautious in handling hot sodium hydroxide solution

> (post autoclave) or potential exposure to gaseous sodium hydroxide, exercise

>

> caution during all sterilization steps, and allow the autoclave,

> instruments, and solutions to cool down before removal.]

>

> _____________________________________________________

>

> CDC/NCID/Division of Healthcare Quality Promotion* home page:

> http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip

> *formerly Hospital Infections Program
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Tiny Change Can Make Flu Virus Deadly, Scientists Say

By RANDOLPH E. SCHMID

.c The Associated Press

WASHINGTON (Sept. 6) - A tiny change in a virus that causes flu can turn it

from an unpleasant annoyance to a killer, a team of researchers has found.

A change in just one of the virus' 10 genes switched a form of flu in

chickens to a strain deadly to humans four years ago in Hong Kong, they

discovered.

Authorities were forced to kill more than a million chickens in that city to

block spread of the flu, which killed six of the 18 humans that it infected.

''What this tells you is that the avian influenza virus can become the virus

that causes the disease in humans at any moment,'' said Yoshihiro Kawaoka,

one of the research team at the University of Wisconsin-Madison.

The findings are published in Friday's issue of the journal Science.

''We have found that a limited number of very tiny genetic changes in a

specific gene, one called PB2, can have a big effect on how potent the

influenza virus is,'' said Kawaoka.

''Because the influenza virus constantly mutates, and because only a few

changes can make a nonpathogenic virus highly pathogenic, we should assume

that an outbreak of any new strain or subtype is potentially dangerous to

humans,'' he said.

Robert Lamb, professor of biochemistry at Northwestern University, called the

report intriguing.

''In many ways it tells us just how complicated understanding the influenza

virus is, that a point mutation in one gene can confer virulence,'' he said.

''It also tells us just how dangerous a virus influenza is.''

The disease reappeared in Hong King this summer and more than a million

chickens again were slaughtered.

It has long been known that animals such as swine can harbor viruses, with

major epidemics occurring when it jumps from the usual host to humans. The

Hong Kong case was the first documented instance of a flu virus jumping

directly from chickens to humans, according to the National Institutes of

Health.

The jump from fowl to humans raises particular worries because of the many

live poultry markets common around the world, including parts of Florida and

New York, Kawaoka said.

Viruses need to enter the cells of their hosts to reproduce and spread. Their

surfaces are key to this ability, and the surface proteins of flu viruses

change readily to escape detection by the human immune system. That is why

new flu vaccines have to be developed each year.

The Wisconsin team's report also indicates that small changes can transform a

disease generally confined to the respiratory system to one that infects the

vital organs including the heart and brain.

The team tested various forms of the Hong Kong virus, known as H5N1 influenza

A, in mice.

They obtained samples of the viruses that had infected Hong Kong humans

during the 1997 outbreak and divided them into two types, one that merely

made mice sick and another that was deadly.

Then the researchers were able to study the viruses by swapping genes between

them and testing how they affected mice. Through that process they discovered

that the gene called PB2 from the harmful group gives the virus its potency.

Further testing allowed them to identify the changes in the gene that had the

effect.

While not all the effects of the PB2 gene are known, scientists think it

directs the production of an enzyme that helps force the host cell to make

more viruses.

Dr. Anthony Fauci, director of the National Institute of Allergy and

Infectious Disease, which supported the research, said the study ''provides

insight into the emergence of virulent viruses and can help us develop better

strategies for detecting future outbreaks.''

AP-NY-09-06-01 1401EDT

Copyright 2001 The Associated Press. The information contained in the AP news

report may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or otherwise distributed

without the prior written authority of The Associated Press.  All active

hyperlinks have been inserted by AOL.
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A question for the collective:

When asked, my guidance has been to keep bench-side biological waste

containers closed when not being used.

I cannot seem to find a reference to this.  There is mention of closing

containers prior to removal, but nothing while at the bench.

Any elucidation would be helpful (especially exact references).

Regards,

Barry Cohen, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

(V) 617-562-4507

(F) 617-562-4510

Nextel: (617) 590-2707

barry.cohen@genzyme.com

www.genzyme.com
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Barry, This has been a problem since the BBP standard came out.  People read

that trash containers had to be closed and stopped reading.  Next part

...prior to removal.  A lot of safety people in their concern about ensuring

compliance pushed for keeping the containers closed all the time except when

putting trash into the container.  Such a procedure might, in fact, be more

of a safety problem since having to remove the top every time one wishes to

put trash in could be cause for spilling materials, or contamination of the

container.  It is also very inefficient when doing research in the

laboratory.  Try to get your researchers to put the top on when they leave

the lab, or when container is not full and they are leaving for the day, as

well as prior to the removal of the container.  They'll be a lot happier and

you will be accomplishing your safety requirements.  Jack Keene

John H. Keene, Dr. P.H., CBSP (ABSA)

Biohaztec Associates, Inc.

924 Castle Hollow Road

Midlothian, VA 23113

www.biohaztec.com

email jkeene@biohaztec.com

----- Original Message -----

From: "Cohen, Barry" <Barry.Cohen@GENZYME.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Friday, September 07, 2001 7:34 AM

Subject: Biological Waste Containers

> A question for the collective:

>

> When asked, my guidance has been to keep bench-side biological waste

> containers closed when not being used.

>

> I cannot seem to find a reference to this.  There is mention of closing

> containers prior to removal, but nothing while at the bench.

>

> Any elucidation would be helpful (especially exact references).

>

> Regards,

>

> Barry Cohen, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Biological Safety Officer

> Genzyme Corporation

> 500 Soldiers Field Road

> Allston, MA 02134

> (V) 617-562-4507

> (F) 617-562-4510

> Nextel: (617) 590-2707

> barry.cohen@genzyme.com

> www.genzyme.com
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Barry:

I agree with Jack's comments - very practical (when not in use such as off to

lunch or the end of the day, staff should cover the container). When is use,

it is in fact safer to leave the lid off.

Here are the citations from the Bloodborne Pathogen standard and compliance

directive:

29 CFR 1910.1030

(d)(4)(iii)(B)(1) Regulated waste shall be placed in containers which are:[a]

Closable;[b] Constructed to contain all contents and prevent leakage of

fluids during handling, storage, transport or shipping;[c] Labeled or

color-coded in accordance with paragraph (g)(1)(i) this standard; and[d]

Closed prior to removal to prevent spillage or protrusion of contents during

handling, storage, transport, or shipping.

CPL 2-2.44-D

Pages 41-42

33. Paragraph (d)(4)(iii)(B). While this paragraph requires that regulated

waste

containers be closable, simply being closed does not ensure that waste will be

contained. Waste-containing bags may break and spill their contents, including

liquid blood, while, for example, being loaded onto incinerator hoppers, thus

contaminating both the employees and the work area. Also, small medical

offices which generate only a small volume of regulated waste may place that

waste in a large holding container until the

container is filled. In such a case, the design of the container must be such

that

it is able to retain the waste over an extended period of time between pickups

by a specialized waste service. The Compliance Officer should, therefore,

check for visual signs of leakage of fluids during handling, storage,

transport, or

shipping.

Any failures to comply with the container construction requirements would be

cited under this paragraph. If the compliance officer determines that the

employee was not properly trained to recognize the problem or use the

containers correctly, a citation for the appropriate paragraph of paragraph

(g)(2) should be grouped with violations of paragraph (d).

You may have some state issues as well - NY has some requirements regarding

keeping containers closed (or is that covered??!!)

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)
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I tend to go a tad farther than Jack, although his approach is sound and

will ensure compliance with the BBP Standard.  In California, we're more

tightly regulated in this regard by the state's Medical Waste Management

Act than by the BBP Standard.  I interpret the Act's requirements

conservatively so I advise labbies to keep the med waste containers closed

or lidded when they are not actually in use.  "In use" means the containers

are supporting an operation during which items may be placed into them.  In

some labs, this may be the entire work day, in others, maybe an occasional

brief period.  I certainly don't expect people to keep them lidded at all

times, removing the lids only when an item is to be added.  I agree with

Jack - this may create more of a safety problem than not lidding them at

all.  But I also don't want to enter a lab midday to find nothing going on

and the med waste containers open.

As with so many of our decisions, this one involves a judgement call based

on knowledge of the applicable regulations, a real-time risk assessment of

the situation (usually on a case-by-case basis), and a good deal of common

sense and practicality.  I think this is one reason why I love the practice

of biosafety - very few things are cut-and-dry and almost nothing is driven

entirely by regulation or law.  We actually have a chance to think for

ourselves.  Ain't it great ... (chortle, chortle).

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

======================================

At 07:34 AM 9/7/01 -0400, you wrote:

>A question for the collective:

>

>When asked, my guidance has been to keep bench-side biological waste

>containers closed when not being used.

>

>I cannot seem to find a reference to this.  There is mention of closing

>containers prior to removal, but nothing while at the bench.

>

>Any elucidation would be helpful (especially exact references).

>

>Regards,

>

>Barry Cohen, SM(NRM), CBSP

>Biological Safety Officer

>Genzyme Corporation

>500 Soldiers Field Road

>Allston, MA 02134

>(V) 617-562-4507

>(F) 617-562-4510

>Nextel: (617) 590-2707

>barry.cohen@genzyme.com

>www.genzyme.com

>
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We are going through a process where some buildings are being cleaned

externally for droppings.  There have been several recommendations and

counter requests from grounds.

Initially we recommended soap/detergent  followed by a chlorine solution.

The grounds wanted just to steam clean with staff using respirators.

Next it was suggested to clean then follow with a Lysol application.

Now grounds have come back with a product that contains 4.5% n-alkyl

dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride.  They would still wear respirators.  I

assume the ammonium chloride is the active ingredient.

I believe the product will probably work. I am recommending a residual time

on the building. Then washing off.  They just want to apply in a steam

cleaner.

Also  do people know if benzyl ammonium chloride efficacy decreases with

age?  I remember Benzalkonium chloride does (it gets absorbed by plastics)

Any thoughts?  Will this product work?

Nicole Bernholc, CIH

Brookhaven National Laboratory

Bld 120

Upton, NY 11733

631-344-2027
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------092949D071704A52143CE24C

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

An investigator funded for a new lab has requested a tissue culture room

with half of a dozen BSCs to be situated between, and accessible from

two general laboratory areas on opposite sides.  Access will be through

sliding glass doors from each of the labs because, in the words of the

researcher, he wants the tissue culture room as "clean as possible".

I have multiple problems with this.

1-Sound microbiology practices and knowledgable use of safety equipment

are more important for "cleanliness" than sliding glass doors-he seems

to be working under a misapprehension.

2-The tracks for sliding doors will become dirt magnets and compromise

aspirations to cleanliness.

3-If working with infectious materials in the proposed tissue culture

area, there will still be a need for inflow to maintain negative

pressure meaning directional flow from the adjoining labs.  This would

be compromised unless the sliding doors were 'leaky'-just like a

conventional and less expensive door.

In summary, I fail to see what the sliding doors would accomplish

vis-a-vis reducing contamination.

Am I missing something??  I would appreciate others' input.

Thank you,

Paul Rubock

--------------092949D071704A52143CE24C

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;12720

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------092949D071704A52143CE24C--
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I am considering a procedure on handling the needles.  There are models

so-called needle incinerator or destroyer that burn the metal part into

the small pallet (like soldering).  Of course, we should following the

regulation to dispose it as the biowastes.  I would like to add the step

to burn the needle part before disposal.  This practices is especially

in hospital when the injection is done.  The nurses have to bring the

drugs, syringe, sharp box around the wards.  If the cart turn over, it

would be safe for staff to handle the syringe and needles.  My question

are:

1.  If the sharp needle has been burnt, should we put it in the sharp

box or other containers, plastic bags?

2.  Will aerosol or vapor being generated during the incineration be

hazardous to health?

Regards

YK Wan

The Chinese University of Hong Kong

email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk
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Paul:  CDC helped us 24 years ago design just such a facilility for BSL-3

work with Rickettsia and several other BSL-3 requiring biohazards.  We have

several sliding glass doors for high traffic areas in the facility and they

are fine!

The facility  has worked like a charm for all those years and provides

excellent "see through" to a windowless inner lab core with BSL-4

containment potential [We use only BSL-3].

1. We bought good doors that have a minimum track on the slab.  We clean

them weekly with a vaccuum and once monthly with the floors using 1:20

bleach and detergent just like the floors.  We require shoe changes or foot

covers [for visitors] in the lab so we don't have dirty feet coming in from

the outside which is good practice anyway.  The tracks stay very clean.

2.  Air Pressure and direction control.  We move about 30-40 room air

changes via clean air negative pressure through both doors and there is a

slight "whistle" of air when the doors are closed as air can enter beneath

the door and is less noticeable when the doors are opened. This is the

normal means that supply air is added normally to the inner core labs

[around the sliding doors], although we can balance the air with an

additional clean air input if needed. The noise level is so minor nobody has

complained.  The sliding doors have "pop open" hinges to the outer larger

labs for emergency exit if our emergency power fails.  We only have three

biosafety cabinets in the inner lab, but could have 6 if we needed them.

Our Emergency power is large enough to power our entire containment facility

[80' X 200'].  We have two regular doors to an outside hallway for emergency

exit from the BSL-3 core lab.  One exits from the core lab into an area

which is also BSL-3.  Both these regular doors are alarmed and tightly

sealed with good weather stripping and are never opened except in emergency.

Both those BSL-3 outer labs have exits to BSL-2 lab areas and one exit from

these areas is via sliding glass doors and the other is through a change

room, shower area [never used except for the joggers] , and toilet area.

Male and female change/toilet facilities are side by side with regular doors

into them and going out into a non-containment hallway to the office areas.

The entire building is a containment facility away from other labs.

I wouldn't worry about sliding glass doors so long as you invest in good

automatic doors with a good service record and access to a good repair

company as the automatic motors do go bad about every 6-10 years,  Our

maintenance department keeps a spare or two.  Invest in sliding doors of

excellent quality..

All our exit air is HEPA filtered before dumping.  We have a sealed tubing

heat/cold recovery system positioned after the HEPA filters on the exhaust

mode.  We have studied the effects of both sliding glass door being opened

at the same time in the inner labs on the draw of the safety cabinets and

the effect is not significant.  Remember our fresh air is 100% to all the

outer labs and HEPA filtered to help control dust and dirt from coming from

the outer labs as the air moves through the inner BSL-3 hood area and from

there is exhausted by the BSCs and by a baffeled exit that is nicely

controlled to always maintain negative pressure.  The draw of the BSCs will

maintain negative pressure into the core lab even if the central air control

fails.  All the air flows at all critical areas going  to the outside are

monitored and alarmed.

Worry about the A/C system and don't worry about the glass doors.

Hope this helps.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D. RBP, CBSP

Professor and Chair

Microbiology and Immunology

Univ. South Ala, College of Medicine

Mobile , AL 36688

paul rubock wrote:

> An investigator funded for a new lab has requested a tissue culture room

> with half of a dozen BSCs to be situated between, and accessible from

> two general laboratory areas on opposite sides.  Access will be through

> sliding glass doors from each of the labs because, in the words of the

> researcher, he wants the tissue culture room as "clean as possible".

>

> I have multiple problems with this.

> 1-Sound microbiology practices and knowledgable use of safety equipment

> are more important for "cleanliness" than sliding glass doors-he seems

> to be working under a misapprehension.

> 2-The tracks for sliding doors will become dirt magnets and compromise

> aspirations to cleanliness.

> 3-If working with infectious materials in the proposed tissue culture

> area, there will still be a need for inflow to maintain negative

> pressure meaning directional flow from the adjoining labs.  This would

> be compromised unless the sliding doors were 'leaky'-just like a

> conventional and less expensive door.

>

> In summary, I fail to see what the sliding doors would accomplish

> vis-a-vis reducing contamination.

>

> Am I missing something??  I would appreciate others' input.

>

> Thank you,

> Paul Rubock
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> Subj: Mad Cow Disease Suspected in Japan

> Date: 9/10/2001 10:26:35 AM Eastern Daylight Time

> From: EKrisiunas

>

>

>

> Want to send this story to another AOL member? Click on the heart at the

> top of this window.

>

> Mad Cow Disease Suspected in Japan

>

> By ERIC PRIDEAUX

> .c The Associated Press

>

>

> TOKYO (AP) - Japan may have its first case of mad cow disease - the first

> suspected case in Asia, the government said Monday.

>

> Initial tests on the brain of a cow in Chiba prefecture east of Tokyo

> revealed signs of bovine spongiform encephalopathy, better known as mad cow

> disease, the Ministry of Agriculture said.

>

> Scientists believe the disease causes a similar fatal brain-wasting ailment

> in humans.

>

> More tests are needed to determine conclusively whether the cow was

> infected with BSE, officials said. Earlier testing in August had come up

> negative. The cow was slaughtered after mysteriously losing the ability to

> stand, the ministry said.

>

> Milk produced by the 5-year-old Holstein had already been sold on the

> market before the slaughter, but there was no danger to consumers, said

> Norio Tsuruoka, an official at the Chiba prefectural office's stockbreeding

> sanitation section.

>

> He said it was not immediately clear where the milk had been marketed.

> Chiba is a main supplier of agricultural products to Tokyo, which borders

> the state on the west.

>

> There are a total of about 100 cattle in Shiroi, the town where the cow was

> found, including some 30 other cows at the same farm. Many have been

> quarantined but none are thought to carry the disease, Tsuruoka said.

> Officials have yet to decide whether to slaughter the other cattle.

>

> Mad cow disease is believed to be spread by recycling meat and bones from

> infected animals back into cattle feed.

>

> The Ministry of Health has determined that the suspected Holstein was

> likely contaminated after eating feed that contained animal parts, said

> Kyodo News agency. Calls to the ministry rang unanswered late Monday.

>

> Scientists believe humans can contract variant Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease, a

> newly discovered form of CJD, by eating beef infected with mad cow disease.

> CJD kills its carrier by tearing holes in brain tissue.

>

> World Health Organization officials said in December that they were

> concerned animal feed infected with BSE may have been sold around the

> world.

>

> Japan has tried to keep the disease from entering its borders by

> restricting blood donations from people who lived in Britain, where more

> than 100 cases of variant CJD have been discovered since 1980.

>

> No cases of new variant CJD have turned up in the United States.

>

> Mad cow disease was diagnosed in Britain in 1986, resulting in wholesale

> herd slaughtering, mandatory testing and a European Union ban on British

> beef exports that has since been lifted.

>

> Last year, Japan banned EU beef and food made from processed beef and bull

> sperm, which is used for breeding.

>

> AP-NY-09-10-01 0926EDT

>

> Copyright 2001 The Associated Press. The information contained in the AP

> news report may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or otherwise

> distributed without the prior written authority of The Associated Press.

> All active hyperlinks have been inserted by AOL.
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For those with biosafety interests, we are in the process of reviewing our

Biosafety Manual and I have a question regarding respiratory protection, or

the need for it, at BSL2.

In the BSL2 section of the BMBL under C. Safety Equipment items 1 and 2

address, in part, PPE for the face.

"1. Properly maintained BSCs, preferably Class II, or other appropriate PPE

or physical containment devices are used whenever:

a. Procedures with a potential for creating infectious aerosols or splashes

are conducted..."

"2.  Face Protection (goggles, mask, faceshield or other splatter guard) is

used for anticipated splashes or sprays of infectious or other hazardous

materials to the face when the microorganisms must be manipulated outside

the BSC."

As you can see both statements address splashes, however statement 2. says

that masks are OK.  When in statement 1. it just said that BSC or equivalent

should be used for splashes.  I've been taught that BSC or equivalent means

N-95 or above respirator which does not equate to mask.

So, my question is, what is the proper type of respiratory protection for

splashes at BSL2?  Or, is respiratory protection even needed, and if not why

use a BSC for splashes?

Your help in this matter is greatly appreciated!

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL Lafayette- NIRC

Ph (337)482-0306

Fax (337)373-0057
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Heather

The BSC is orginally designed to stop the aerosol and the operator can be

protected.  The splashes in statement 1 should be accientally happened as=

 large

volume of liquid spills.  The face protection is necessary as the operati=

on is

outside the BSC.  I would like to ask the scientists to wear the mask ifthe

biomaterial is frequently handled in-and-out the BSC.  e.g. the transport

between the BSC and the incubator.

Regards

YK Wan

Safety Officer

The Chinese University of Hong Kong

email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

Heather Gonsoulin =BCg=A4J=A1G

> For those with biosafety interests, we are in the process of reviewingour

> Biosafety Manual and I have a question regarding respiratory protection=

, or

> the need for it, at BSL2.

>

> In the BSL2 section of the BMBL under C. Safety Equipment items 1 and 2

> address, in part, PPE for the face.

>

> "1. Properly maintained BSCs, preferably Class II, or other appropriate=

 PPE

> or physical containment devices are used whenever:

> a. Procedures with a potential for creating infectious aerosols or spla=

shes

> are conducted..."

> "2.  Face Protection (goggles, mask, faceshield or other splatter guard=

) is

> used for anticipated splashes or sprays of infectious or other hazardou=

s

> materials to the face when the microorganisms must be manipulated outsi=

de

> the BSC."

>

> As you can see both statements address splashes, however statement 2. s=

ays

> that masks are OK.  When in statement 1. it just said that BSC or equiv=

alent

> should be used for splashes.  I've been taught that BSC or equivalent m=

eans

> N-95 or above respirator which does not equate to mask.

> So, my question is, what is the proper type of respiratory protection f=

or

> splashes at BSL2?  Or, is respiratory protection even needed, and if no=

t why

> use a BSC for splashes?

>

> Your help in this matter is greatly appreciated!

>

> Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

> Safety Officer

> UL Lafayette- NIRC

> Ph (337)482-0306

> Fax (337)373-0057
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Using case studies and learning theory, participants will learn about this exciting format while taking part in an actual game. Using  popular game show formats can make a significant difference in participation, enthusiasm and retention in biosafety training programs.

This program will cover how to:

1.      Educate employees about key aspects of both biosafety and operational knowledge.

2.      Create a competency-based learning tool to improve safety performance.
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Mime-Version: 1.0
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FYI, the attachment to this message (power.pif) is a virus.

Tom Goob

At 01:27 PM 9/11/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Using case studies and learning theory, participants will learn about this exciting format while taking part in an actual game. Using  popular game show formats can make a significant difference in participation, enthusiasm and retention in biosafety training programs.

>

>This program will cover how to:

>

>1.      Educate employees about key aspects of both biosafety and operational knowledge.

>

>2.      Create a competency-based learning tool to improve safety performance.

>Attachment Converted: "c:\mail\tgoob\Attach\ Power.pif"

>

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.
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MIME-Version: 1.0
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Please be advised that there is a virus (order.pif) that was sent via

this listserve on a previous message.  The latest Mcafee virus scan

(Sept. 5, 2001) did not detect it but Norton did.

Best regards,

*************************************

Michael Antee, RS,

Health and Safety Supervisor

Prevention and Assessment Office

Environmental Health and Safety Dept.

University of Washington

201 Hall Health Center

Box 354400

Seattle, Washington USA 98195-4400

Direct Line with voice mail # (206) 616-6212

Office Telephone # (206) 543-9510

email address: antee@u.washington.edu

http://www.ehs.washington.edu

*************************************

Give up the good and go for the great!

*************************************

end of message
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WARNING - THE MESSAGE FROM U OF AZ HAD A VIRUS ATTACHMENT!!!  DO NOT OPEN

POWER.PIF!!!!

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu
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You will be getting emails with an attachment that ends in .pif -- DO NOT

OPEN IT!  IT IS A VIRUS!  The lucky ones have a virus checker built into

your firewall and will not be getting the attachment, all others will

receive it.  The virus will replicate and send itself out via your address

book (Outlook) while also damaging your computer.

In general, if the email does not seem to make sense and the attachment is

not a straight .txt delete it.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Sep 2001 08:37:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      See Appendix A) and the NIH Guidelines

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_00E8_01842F49.CA2F4930"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_00E8_01842F49.CA2F4930

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

ADVANCE \d12    6.1 Filing a Research Protocol Application Form (RPAF):

ADVANCE \d11The Biological Safety Committee requires some assurance that the person in charge of a research laboratory has thought through the procedures that will be used, anticipated the types of protective equipment that will be needed, communicated the risks and precautions to all laboratory employees, trained personnel who will have contact with the source of infection, and planned for the occurrence of any untoward event.

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Molecules.pif"

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Sep 2001 09:48:27 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Bernholc, Nicole M" <bernholc@BNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: See Appendix A) and the NIH Guidelines  WARNING viRUS WAS ATT

              ACHED

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 12, 2001 9:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: See Appendix A) and the NIH Guidelines

ADVANCE \d12    6.1 Filing a Research Protocol Application Form (RPAF):

ADVANCE \d11The Biological Safety Committee requires some assurance that the

person in charge of a research laboratory has thought through the procedures

that will be used, anticipated the types of protective equipment that will

be needed, communicated the risks and precautions to all laboratory

employees, trained personnel who will have contact with the source of

infection, and planned for the occurrence of any untoward event.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Sep 2001 07:25:45 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Muriel M. Slattum" <slattum@WSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: VIRUS ALERT

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20010912092712.00b7ab90@hesiod>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

thank you.  ms

>You will be getting emails with an attachment that ends in .pif -- DO NOT

>OPEN IT!  IT IS A VIRUS!  The lucky ones have a virus checker built into

>your firewall and will not be getting the attachment, all others will

>receive it.  The virus will replicate and send itself out via your address

>book (Outlook) while also damaging your computer.

>

>In general, if the email does not seem to make sense and the attachment is

>not a straight .txt delete it.

>

>Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

>Biosafty List Owner

>rfink@mit.edu

Muriel M. Slattum DVM, MS, DACLAM

Director - Animal Care and Use Program

Associate Professor, Vet Micro Path, CVM

Washington State University

PO Box 647040

Pullman, WA 99164-7040

Phone: (509)335-6878 or (509)335-6246

Fax: (509)335-8529

Email: slattum@wsu.edu

Animal Care and Use Program web site: http://www.larc.wsu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Sep 2001 10:25:00 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Korpela Kai <kai.korpela@STM.VN.FI>

Subject:      Re: VIRUS ALERT

In-Reply-To:  <v0421015fb7c520d6b1a5@[134.121.133.71]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Muriel M. Slattum  (12.9.2001  16:25):

>thank you.  ms

>

>>You will be getting emails with an attachment that ends in .pif -- DO NOT

>>OPEN IT!  IT IS A VIRUS!  The lucky ones have a virus checker built into

>>your firewall and will not be getting the attachment, all others will

>>receive it.  The virus will replicate and send itself out via your address

>>book (Outlook) while also damaging your computer.

>>

>>In general, if the email does not seem to make sense and the attachment=

 is

>>not a straight .txt delete it.

>>

>>Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

>>Biosafty List Owner

>>rfink@mit.edu

>

>

>

>

>Muriel M. Slattum DVM, MS, DACLAM

>Director - Animal Care and Use Program

>Associate Professor, Vet Micro Path, CVM

>Washington State University

>PO Box 647040

>Pullman, WA 99164-7040

>Phone: (509)335-6878 or (509)335-6246

>Fax: (509)335-8529

>Email: slattum@wsu.edu

>Animal Care and Use Program web site: http://www.larc.wsu.edu

Kai Korpela

Board for Gene Technology

Ministry of Social Affairs and Health

Kirkkokatu 14, FIN-00170 Helsinki

PO Box 33, FIN-00023 GOVERNMENT, Finland

phone +358-9-160 4479

fax +358-9-160 3876

www.geenitekniikanlautakunta.fi

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Sep 2001 12:59:44 -0400

Reply-To:     jane.woodcock@nyu.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         jane woodcock <jane.woodcock@NYU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Safety in Dental laboratories

In-Reply-To:  <OF2AB033F8.B8B02BDF-ON85256AB7.00449CEF@cc.sunysb.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Kim,

I'd really like a copy of this presentation if you don't mind.

Thanks

Jane Woodcock - NYU Environmental Services (212-998-1437)

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Kim Auletta

Sent: Wednesday, August 29, 2001 8:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Safety in Dental laboratories

I have a nitrous oxide safety powerpoint program I use for our Dental

School. I can email it if you're interested.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Sep 2001 11:38:32 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lisa Wisser <lisa.wisser@SRI.COM>

Organization: SRI International

Subject:      Re: Wannemacher toxin presentation?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks, Bruce. I'll see if I can track them down.

Regards,

Lisa

Bruce Hanley wrote:

> Hi Lisa,

> I'm not sure which toxins are of concern, but I received some excellent

> practical guidance for toxin inactivation from the folks at the CDC

> botulinum research laboratory.  You may want to contact them (I found

> them through a circuitous internet search but lost the contact

> info-sorry).

> On Thu, 6 Sep 2001 10:34:45 -0700 Lisa Wisser <lisa.wisser@SRI.COM>

> wrote:

>

> > Hello List,

> >

> > I have a copy of the Wannemacher presentation titled "Procedures for

> > Inactivation and Safety Containment of Toxins" but don't know when or

> > where the presentation was actually given. Can anyone provide me with

> > the details?

> >

> > Also, I would be interested in any other useful papers or presentations

> > on toxin inactivation.

> >

> > Thank you,

> >

> > Lisa Wisser

> > Biosafety Officer

> > SRI International

>

> ----------------------

> Bruce Hanley

> Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Sep 2001 12:11:28 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <lindseykayman@USA.NET>

Subject:      bleach - strength and change schedule

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello All,

I have seen some references that recommend that household bleach be dilut=

ed

1:10 (a 0.5% sodium hypochlorite solution) to inactivate viruses and

bacteria, but that for routine wipe down of laboratory surfaces, househol=

d

bleach diluted 1:100 (0.05% )is acceptable.   I have also seen references=

 that

say to use .5% bleach for everything.

Also I have seen references that say to make up new .5% solutions daily,while

others say to make up a new solution weekly.

Do any of you have any definitive references on these points?

Thanks very much!

Lindsey Kayman

(732) 235-5270

kayman@umdnj.edu

____________________________________________________________________

Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=3D1

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Sep 2001 12:17:27 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: bleach - strength and change schedule

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

May I add a question too?  My executive housekeeper (that is the top

housekeeper, not my personal ego helper) said that she thinks bleach is

not good enough and that we need to buy a fancy EPA-registered

disinfectant.  Is she misinformed or mislead by the fancy salesperson?

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: Lindsey Kayman [mailto:lindseykayman@USA.NET]

Sent: Monday, September 17, 2001 12:11 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: bleach - strength and change schedule

Hello All,

I have seen some references that recommend that household bleach be

diluted

1:10 (a 0.5% sodium hypochlorite solution) to inactivate viruses and

bacteria, but that for routine wipe down of laboratory surfaces,

household

bleach diluted 1:100 (0.05% )is acceptable.   I have also seen

references that

say to use .5% bleach for everything.

Also I have seen references that say to make up new .5% solutions daily,

while

others say to make up a new solution weekly.

Do any of you have any definitive references on these points?

Thanks very much!

Lindsey Kayman

(732) 235-5270

kayman@umdnj.edu

____________________________________________________________________

Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=3D1

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Sep 2001 13:37:20 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: bleach - strength and change schedule

In-Reply-To:  <9007BA21DA192243A1A29BB85C4BAB71536934@exch-staff.smcm.edu >

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_1136045917==_.ALT"

--=====================_1136045917==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 12:17 PM 09/17/01 -0400, you wrote:

>May I add a question too?  My executive housekeeper (that is the top

>housekeeper, not my personal ego helper) said that she thinks bleach is

>not good enough and that we need to buy a fancy EPA-registered

>disinfectant.  Is she misinformed or mislead by the fancy salesperson?

>

>Norm

Clorox Bleach (sodium hypochlorite) is a registered EPA disinfectant (for

HIV and TB).

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Lindsey Kayman [mailto:lindseykayman@USA.NET]

>Sent: Monday, September 17, 2001 12:11 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: bleach - strength and change schedule

>

>Hello All,

>

>I have seen some references that recommend that household bleach be

>diluted

>1:10 (a 0.5% sodium hypochlorite solution) to inactivate viruses and

>bacteria, but that for routine wipe down of laboratory surfaces,

>household

>bleach diluted 1:100 (0.05% )is acceptable.   I have also seen

>references that

>say to use .5% bleach for everything.

It all depends upon what you are trying to kill and how much organic "dirt"

is around.  If you are going for spores or quick kill of TB full

strength.  If just run of the mill bacteria, fungi and viruses 0.5 to 1% is

fine (for a clean surface).  To kill through organic "dirt" (blood, media)

10% gives enough residual chlorine.

Stability depends upon the diluent (how much chlorine demand), container

(some plastics react), heat, light, final pH.  In general the more dilute

the less stable, the lower the pH the less stable.  A 1% bleach dilution

made with low Cl demand, in nonreactive container, at rm. temp., out of the

light, with a pH around 9-10 will probably be okay for surface decon's for

about a week.

I personally prefer povidone's as you have a visual indication of iodine

strength, less potent a disinfectant but good against must things except TB

and spores.

A good, sweet, healthy Rosh Hashanah (New Year) to all.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Sep 2001 14:21:24 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         J Coggin <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: bleach - strength and change schedule

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Lindsey,

 Get Laura to send you my "Bleach Write up" whcih now covers "superbleach"

which is taking over the market place.  It is very detailed and referenced and has

a bit of bleach chemistry for the zealot.

I'm away from my desk and Laura has a copy.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D. RBP, CBSP

Answers to your questions

1.  Straight 5.23% to 6% [superbleach] commercial bleach for infectious spills of

any significant size.

2. 1:10 dilution of store bleach for small spills and routine decontamination.

Make fresh daily or keep in sunlight proof bottle with tight lid.

Joe Coggin

Lindsey Kayman wrote:

> Hello All,

>

> I have seen some references that recommend that household bleach be diluted

> 1:10 (a 0.5% sodium hypochlorite solution) to inactivate viruses and

> bacteria, but that for routine wipe down of laboratory surfaces, household

> bleach diluted 1:100 (0.05% )is acceptable.   I have also seen references that

> say to use .5% bleach for everything.

>

> Also I have seen references that say to make up new .5% solutions daily, while

> others say to make up a new solution weekly.

>

> Do any of you have any definitive references on these points?

>

> Thanks very much!

>

> Lindsey Kayman

> (732) 235-5270

> kayman@umdnj.edu

>

> ____________________________________________________________________

> Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=1

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Sep 2001 15:20:48 -0700

Reply-To:     Michael Antee <antee@u.washington.edu>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Antee <antee@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Organization: University of Washington

Subject:      Institutional Biosafety Officer Search

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Greetings fellow list serve members,

The University of Washington will soon be conducting a search for an

Institutional Biosafety Officer (IBO).

In order to provide a solid position announcement, I am respectfully

requesting from our fellow listserve members any examples of IBO position

announcements, job assignments and duty responsibilities documents

especially those from universities.

I will gladly share the final products and will be posting our position

announcement on this list serve.

Please feel free to respond to me directly at: antee@u.washington.edu

Thank you for your help on this matter.

*************************************************

Michael Antee, RS,

Health and Safety Supervisor

Prevention and Assessment Office

Environmental Health and Safety Dept.

University of Washington

201 Hall Health Center

Box 354400

Seattle, Washington USA 98195-4400

Office Telephone # (206) 543-9510

Fax Number # (206) 616-3360

Direct Line with voice mail # (206) 616-6212

http://www.ehs.washington.edu

email address: antee@u.washington.edu

*************************************************

end of message

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Sep 2001 07:33:19 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alan Woodard <agwoodar@GW.DEC.STATE.NY.US>

Subject:      Formaldehyde

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

 I received the following questions from an institution that is planningon developing a new program for students and they have asked the followingquestions.  I would appreciate any assistance you can provide.

"I am seeking information re the the safe handling of animal specimensthat have been preserved in formaldehyde.

I am interested in both the students' exposure to formaldehyde once theyhave begun the actual dissection and cut into the muscle tissue as well asconcerns related to the safe disposal of the specimen after the dissectionhas been completed.

 I am wondering about safety guidelines with regards to preventingrespiratory problems, concerns regarding  the carcinogenic qualities offormaldehyde and what measures need to be taken from a safety andregulatory compliance standpoint in order to ensure that the health andsafety of students in  high schools is not jeopardized in any respect.   It seems that students unlike employees may not be adequately protected. I am hoping to find some more clear cut info and regulatory data thatapplies to schools and enumerates the specific precautions that should betaken regarding risk to exposure (PEL) and disposal requirements  Aminterested in the need/requirement  for safety and monitory equipmentalong with actual regulations..    

The students in question are dissecting cats that have come from theCarolina Biological Supply Company.

How could I find out whether or not the supply company has followed propersafety and health guidelines with respect to the level of formaldehydeused and whther they have followed any mandatory guidelines for perparingand transporting the specimens? " 

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Sep 2001 07:36:55 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: bleach - strength and change schedule

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

1) this is a chemical spill and personally I would not recommend it for any

circumstances.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine, Johns Hopkins University

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: J Coggin [mailto:jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU]

Sent: Monday, September 17, 2001 5:21 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: bleach - strength and change schedule

Lindsey,

 Get Laura to send you my "Bleach Write up" whcih now covers "superbleach"

which is taking over the market place.  It is very detailed and referenced

and has

a bit of bleach chemistry for the zealot.

I'm away from my desk and Laura has a copy.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D. RBP, CBSP

Answers to your questions

1.  Straight 5.23% to 6% [superbleach] commercial bleach for infectious

spills of

any significant size.

2. 1:10 dilution of store bleach for small spills and routine

decontamination.

Make fresh daily or keep in sunlight proof bottle with tight lid.

Joe Coggin

Lindsey Kayman wrote:

> Hello All,

>

> I have seen some references that recommend that household bleach be

diluted

> 1:10 (a 0.5% sodium hypochlorite solution) to inactivate viruses and

> bacteria, but that for routine wipe down of laboratory surfaces, household

> bleach diluted 1:100 (0.05% )is acceptable.   I have also seen references

that

> say to use .5% bleach for everything.

>

> Also I have seen references that say to make up new .5% solutions daily,

while

> others say to make up a new solution weekly.

>

> Do any of you have any definitive references on these points?

>

> Thanks very much!

>

> Lindsey Kayman

> (732) 235-5270

> kayman@umdnj.edu

>

> ____________________________________________________________________

> Get free email and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=1

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Sep 2001 08:08:14 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Karen Ruhl <karenr@CHUGAIBIO.COM>

Subject:      Parvo B19

In-Reply-To:  <sba6faaa.077@gwsmtp>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear List:

I am putting this out once more as I didn't see it on my side, nor did I

get any response.  So on the chance that is really didn't go out there......

Dear List:

What precautions does your company/institution take for pregnant employees

working with Parvo B19?

Do you restrict them for handling materials infected with Parvo or do you

advise of the risks and have a signature on file that risks were reviewed,

allowing the employee to choose whether or not to work with the organism?

Thank you for your time.

Karen Ruhl

Biological Safety Manager

Gen-Probe

San Diego, CA

858.410.8874

karenr@chugaibio.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Sep 2001 09:33:17 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         LUKENS Carl B <Carl.B.LUKENS@STATE.OR.US>

Subject:      Re: Formaldehyde

AG

My experience comes from such things as embalming humans for use in med school

anatomy classes, and from perfursions of various mammals.

In the former case, high exposures (in excess of the short term STEL for HCOH

of 2 ppm) can be expected when the gut or chest cavity of preserved humans is

opened.  These can be prevented with vented autopsy tables,  usually which

have slots around the perimeter drawing air down.

In rooms full of cadavers with students snipping away, i have seen exposures

in excess of the PEL (0.75) for the duration of the class, which can be

reduced with higher rates of exhaust (20 RCH) or the aforementioned tables.

As for cats or smaller mammals, i have seen down draft vented sinks that work

excellent at reducing exposures.  These work only for singular

dissections/perfusions.  A grate is placed over the sink top, and the

underside of the grate is vented via ductwork.

For several dissections of small mammals at once, you would have to use vented

work benches, with a slotted hood at the back of the bench, drawing air from

the student , across the bench, and into the slots.

Make sure students wear gloves, since HCOH is a potent skin allergen

As for alternatives to HCOH, this list has provided many suggestions in the

past, and i would defer to those actively involved in Academia.

Carl Lukens

CIH/MSPH

OR/OSHA consultation

Formerly IH for UCSF and UC Berkeley

>>> agwoodar@GW.DEC.STATE.NY.US 09/18/01 04:35AM >>>

 I received the following questions from an institution that is planning on

developing a new program for students and they have asked the following

questions.  I would appreciate any assistance you can provide.

"I am seeking information re the the safe handling of animal specimens that

have been preserved in formaldehyde.

I am interested in both the students' exposure to formaldehyde once they have

begun the actual dissection and cut into the muscle tissue as well as concerns

related to the safe disposal of the specimen after the dissection has been

completed.

 I am wondering about safety guidelines with regards to preventing respiratory

problems, concerns regarding  the carcinogenic qualities of formaldehyde and

what measures need to be taken from a safety and regulatory compliance

standpoint in order to ensure that the health and safety of students in  high

schools is not jeopardized in any respect.    It seems that students unlike

employees may not be adequately protected.  I am hoping to find some more

clear cut info and regulatory data that applies to schools and enumerates the

specific precautions that should be taken regarding risk to exposure (PEL) and

disposal requirements  Am interested in the need/requirement  for safety and

monitory equipment along with actual regulations..

The students in question are dissecting cats that have come from the Carolina

Biological Supply Company.

How could I find out whether or not the supply company has followed proper

safety and health guidelines with respect to the level of formaldehyde used

and whther they have followed any mandatory guidelines for perparing and

transporting the specimens? "
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Date:         Tue, 18 Sep 2001 13:00:55 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      decomposing tissue

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Good morning/afternoon to all:

Does anyone have a recommendation for the control of odors from decomposing

tissue other than the obvious of refrigeration/freezing the material.

Tissue  being discussed is not fixed.

Thank you for any assistance.

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860.675.1217(phone)

860.675.1311(fax)

860.944.2373(mobile)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 09:51:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Security/Lab Access

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

How are your facilities (particularly academic institutions) dealing with

access to unattended labs? Our labs are *sometimes* left open without any

lab staff present. In response to last week's attack, our university is

working towards increasing security. We're struggling with ways to get the

lab staff to secure their lab doors when they step out. Has anyone found

any successful ways to deal with this?

I'm putting together a briefing for our VP on regulations that require

security & have included RCRA/EPA Security requirements, Radiation permit

requirements, OSHA's 1910.1450 "designated area" requirements, NFPA 45

"unattended operations" requirements, and the CDC BMBL Security chapter.

Are there others?

Again, thanks as always to your responses.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 08:52:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security/Lab Access

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Kim, Can you send me a copy of your brief when you complete it? Thanks in

advance.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Kim Auletta [mailto:kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 19, 2001 8:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Security/Lab Access

How are your facilities (particularly academic institutions) dealing with

access to unattended labs? Our labs are *sometimes* left open without any

lab staff present. In response to last week's attack, our university is

working towards increasing security. We're struggling with ways to get the

lab staff to secure their lab doors when they step out. Has anyone found

any successful ways to deal with this?

I'm putting together a briefing for our VP on regulations that require

security & have included RCRA/EPA Security requirements, Radiation permit

requirements, OSHA's 1910.1450 "designated area" requirements, NFPA 45

"unattended operations" requirements, and the CDC BMBL Security chapter.

Are there others?

Again, thanks as always to your responses.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 16:23:15 +0200

Reply-To:     mikek@mail.saimr.wits.ac.za

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Kirby <mikek@MAIL.SAIMR.WITS.AC.ZA>

Subject:      Security/Lab Access - suggestion

In-Reply-To:  <OF38BEF5D4.2DBD6E4E-ON85256ACC.004B80CE@cc.sunysb.edu>
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Kim Auletta asks...

"We're struggling with ways to get the lab staff to secure their lab doors

when they step out. Has anyone found any successful ways to deal with this?"

Unless you live and work in a stressful environment, with the

possible/probable threat of a bomb/terrorist attack, it can be very

difficult to get people to think "security".

The "It won't/can't happen here" syndrome can be very evident. One would

think that the New York & Pentagon disasters would jolt them out of their

complacency.

This is an extreme suggestion, but how about staging a mock "incident" (with

the connivance of your Administrators) to bring home the message!

Mike.K

Johannesburg

South Africa.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 11:33:47 +0300

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Mendoza <lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU>

Organization: VCU OEHS Biological/Chemical Safety Section

Subject:      MCF-7 Cells

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------D9E2DEF6BDA1FBC11E74A069"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------D9E2DEF6BDA1FBC11E74A069

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Good day Biosafety folks,

I have a question regarding MCF-7 breast cancer cells.  Is BSL-I appropriate for

work with MCF-7 cells?  Or is BSL-II more appropriate?    The only hazard, I

believe, is self inoculation with a needle.   Any comments or suggestions are

appreciated.  If anyone has any specific website regarding this it is also

appreciated.

Thank you.

Larry Mendoza

--------------D9E2DEF6BDA1FBC11E74A069

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="lgmendoz.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Larry Mendoza

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="lgmendoz.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Mendoza;Larry

tel;pager:804-997-9853

tel;fax:804-828-6169

tel;work:804-828-4404

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:hthttp://views.vcu.edu/oehs/chemical/lmendoza.html

org:Virginia Commonwealth University;OEHS-Biological Chemical Safety Section

version:2.1

email;internet:lgmendoz@hsc.vcu.edu

title:Biosafety Inspector

adr;quoted-printable:;;VMI Building=0D=0A1000 East Marshall Street=0D=0APO Box 980112;Richmond;Virginia;23298-0112;USA

fn:Larry Mendoza

end:vcard

--------------D9E2DEF6BDA1FBC11E74A069--
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Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 08:50:33 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Shawler <dshawler@NOVARX.ORG>

Subject:      Re: MCF-7 Cells

In-Reply-To:  <3BA8586B.87F4DF33@hsc.vcu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

*All* human cell lines, regardless of origin, should be handled at least at

BSL-2.

Dan Shawler

Dir. Qual. Assur.

NovaRx

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Larry Mendoza

Sent: Wednesday, September 19, 2001 1:34 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: MCF-7 Cells

Good day Biosafety folks,

I have a question regarding MCF-7 breast cancer cells.  Is BSL-I appropriate

for

work with MCF-7 cells?  Or is BSL-II more appropriate?    The only hazard, I

believe, is self inoculation with a needle.   Any comments or suggestions

are

appreciated.  If anyone has any specific website regarding this it is also

appreciated.

Thank you.

Larry Mendoza

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 12:04:54 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Moravek, Paula" <pmoravek@WPI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security/Lab Access

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello All,

I've noticed a steadily increasing & fairly consistent locking of labdoors

at WPI over the years.  Here's my read on the situation in the BBDepartment.

A major motivating factor from the past, that I believe hasrepercussions to

this day, was a visit in approx. 1984 by the NRC.  The NRC inspectorentered

an unlocked research laboratory and timed how long it took for someonefrom

the lab to come back--I think it was 20-30 minutes.  We were written upfor

that.

Folks around here are also wary of "scrounging".  To put it kindly,project

students come & go term by term and don't realize that supplies fromother

labs are not for their indiscriminate use.  Locking the doors cuts downon

losses.

Some class laboratories which have tons of folks coming & going, are on

"store-room" style locks.  These cannot be left in an unlocked positionand

the door automatically locks when shut.  A button-style combination lockis

on the door of one lab, so students with "after hours" work can enter. The

combination is changeable (former students cannot get into the lab).

Also, I do make a note if I find a lab unlocked and unattended during

biosafety inspections all over campus.  This document goes to the P.I.and

the department head.  'Don't know if this is a motivating factor, but Ilike

to think so.

Additionally, we have an on-going problem with theft of personal items

(wallets, lap-tops, CD players, etc.).  This keeps most everyone awareof

locking their doors against the "wallet stealer guy".

Heck! It's round-about, but you might consider using the "save yourvaluables

from theft" song and dance to help motivate people to lock their labs if

other methods don't work.

Cheers!

P. Moravek

Biosafety Officer, EOS Office

BB Dept. Lab Mgr.

Worcester Polytechnic Institute

Worcester, MA

-----Original Message-----

From: Kim Auletta [mailto:kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 19, 2001 9:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Security/Lab Access

How are your facilities (particularly academic institutions) dealingwith

access to unattended labs? Our labs are *sometimes* left open withoutany

lab staff present. In response to last week's attack, our university is

working towards increasing security. We're struggling with ways to getthe

lab staff to secure their lab doors when they step out. Has anyone found

any successful ways to deal with this?

I'm putting together a briefing for our VP on regulations that require

security & have included RCRA/EPA Security requirements, Radiationpermit

requirements, OSHA's 1910.1450 "designated area" requirements, NFPA 45

"unattended operations" requirements, and the CDC BMBL Security chapter.

Are there others?

Again, thanks as always to your responses.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 12:22:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Stetz, Sharon" <Sharon.Stetz@UHHS.COM>

Subject:      Particular BSC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Could anyone tell me if they know of a biological safety cabinet which is

manufactured in a way that it already contains a small sink?  It seems

easier to find chemical fume hoods with a sink but we really need a BSC

instead.  Any ideas would be greatly appreciated

Thanks,

Sharon Stetz, MSOH, CHSP

Industrial Hygienist

University Hospitals of Cleveland

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 12:50:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Vinita Kumar <Vinita.Kumar@MED.NYU.EDU>

Subject:      substirute for clorax bleach

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Hi!Could anyone please tell me that for experiments dealing

with AIDS viruses,(as clorax bleach reacts with metal and

heats it,)so which substitute for clorax would be equally

effective and approved by EPA?

Thanks,

Vinita

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

Vinita Kumar

Email: Vinita.Kumar@Med.Nyu.Edu

"NYU Medical Center"

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 13:22:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: substirute for clorax bleach

In-Reply-To:  <SIMEON.10109191203.A@ALAN.med.nyu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_17830969==_.ALT"

--=====================_17830969==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Vinta, go to: http://ace.ace.orst.edu/info/nain/lists.htm for the EPA list

of registered disinfectants.

At 12:50 PM 09/19/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Hi!Could anyone please tell me that for experiments dealing

>with AIDS viruses,(as clorax bleach reacts with metal and

>heats it,)so which substitute for clorax would be equally

>effective and approved by EPA?

>Thanks,

>Vinita

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 16:20:39 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Marcham, Cheri" <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Serum Banking

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
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If anyone has a successful serum banking program, our legal counsel has

asked that I look into a few issues (such as how long samples are

retained after a person departs, what kind of paperwork is involved with

destroying sample, does the destruction have to be witnessed?), please

contact me so I can gain some of your vast knowledge on the subject.

Also, those of you that do have a program, do you collect pre and post

employment samples?

Thanks!

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu
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Date:         Thu, 20 Sep 2001 09:50:31 +1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sonya Watson <sonya.watson@LI.CSIRO.AU>

Subject:      contaminated eye wash

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello Fellow Biosafety people,

I was wondering if anyone would be able to direct me to a reference about

the risks associated with the use of sterile saline (eye wash) that has

passed its used-by date?  There is often a lot of discussion about the

potential risk of introducing saline that has become contaminated (bacterial

contamination?) and the ramifications if used in an emergency situation.

This is often used as the argument for plumbed eye wash stations.  Any

thoughts on this issue would be greatly appreciated.

Many thanks,

Sonya

********************************************************************

Sonya Watson

Occupational Health, Safety and Environment Co-ordinator

CSIRO Long Pocket Laboratories

120 Meiers Road, INDOOROOPILLY  QLD  4068

Ph:  07 3214 2367

Fax:  07 3214 2224
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Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 17:25:37 -0800

Reply-To:     ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         YK Wan <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      Re: Particular BSC
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Sharon

You may get this information in BAKER catalog.

YK Wan

Safety Officer

Chinese University of Hong Kong

email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

"Stetz, Sharon" =BCg=A4J=A1G

> Could anyone tell me if they know of a biological safety cabinet whichis

> manufactured in a way that it already contains a small sink?  It seems

> easier to find chemical fume hoods with a sink but we really need a BSC

> instead.  Any ideas would be greatly appreciated

>

> Thanks,

> Sharon Stetz, MSOH, CHSP

> Industrial Hygienist

> University Hospitals of Cleveland

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Sep 2001 15:44:22 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Scott Finkernagel <finkersw@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      Common Practices in HIV research lab

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello All,

I am a new Biosafety officer for UMDNJ. I would like some professionaladvice/input in putting together a  list of Commonly accepted practices ina research HIV laboratory. I have BSL-2/3 guidelines, but the extra safetymeasures is what I am interested in.

For example:

Does the BSC need Hepa filtered exhaust through thimble?

Is a pressure gauge necessary on door?

 What are some of the practices at your institutions?

All of your experienced opinions would be most helpful.

Thank-you,

Scott

Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

Biological Safety Officer

UMDNJ- EOHSS

335 George Street

Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

New Brunswick, NJ 18901-2688

Phone 732-235-9370

Fax 732-235-9371

finkersw@umdnj.edu
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Date:         Thu, 20 Sep 2001 13:37:14 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Security & Lab Access
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Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Thanks to those who gave me some ideas to include on my brief to the VP

office. Several of you asked for a copy, so I'm sending it to the list.

I've just sent it off to the VP, so I haven't gotten back any response from

him on its usefulness - you guys get to decide for yourselves.

(See attached file: Laboratory Security Issues.doc)

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Laboratory Security Issues.doc"
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         J Coggin <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: contaminated eye wash

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Sonya:

Besides bacteria, Acanthoameba (sp??) are a significant consideration in using

commercial  eye wash bottles, but this risk extends to plumbed eye wash

stations.  The eye wash apparatus needs to be run frequently to flush out the

"bugs" that contaminate eye wash stations and maintenance schedules are

recommended

based on scientific reports on infections acquired from such stations in the

literature not handy to me at this moment.  Do a literature search and you will

find them easily.

Regards,

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

RBP, CBSP

Sonya Watson wrote:

> Hello Fellow Biosafety people,

>

> I was wondering if anyone would be able to direct me to a reference about

> the risks associated with the use of sterile saline (eye wash) that has

> passed its used-by date?  There is often a lot of discussion about the

> potential risk of introducing saline that has become contaminated (bacterial

> contamination?) and the ramifications if used in an emergency situation.

> This is often used as the argument for plumbed eye wash stations.  Any

> thoughts on this issue would be greatly appreciated.

>

> Many thanks,

> Sonya

>

> ********************************************************************

> Sonya Watson

> Occupational Health, Safety and Environment Co-ordinator

> CSIRO Long Pocket Laboratories

> 120 Meiers Road, INDOOROOPILLY  QLD  4068

>

> Ph:  07 3214 2367

> Fax:  07 3214 2224
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Date:         Thu, 20 Sep 2001 12:45:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hawkins, Lawrence J" <ljhawkins@OU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Serum Banking

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Is the Health Science Center considering doing serum banking?? It

is a time consuming, record keeping task.

LJH

-----Original Message-----

From: Marcham, Cheri [mailto:Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 19, 2001 4:21 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Serum Banking

If anyone has a successful serum banking program, our legal counsel has

asked that I look into a few issues (such as how long samples are

retained after a person departs, what kind of paperwork is involved with

destroying sample, does the destruction have to be witnessed?), please

contact me so I can gain some of your vast knowledge on the subject.

Also, those of you that do have a program, do you collect pre and post

employment samples?

Thanks!

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Sep 2001 11:48:51 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      New Hep A/Hep B vaccine

In-Reply-To:  <372E9068C013D211891F00805F9FD1C20961E2B2@mail3.oulan.ou.ed u>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

GlaxoSmithKline Biologicals has introduced a new combination vaccine for

Hep A and Hep B called  "Twintrix".

This is given in 3 doses similar to the Hep B vaccine.

Are any of you familiar with this?

Do you have any comments regarding the efficacy of this vaccine?

Also, I was told that there is a new vaccine for Hep C in the market now.

Is that correct?

Thanks for any info.

Sincerely

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu
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Date:         Fri, 21 Sep 2001 12:48:31 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Taylor, David G. PHD" <dgt1@CDC.GOV>

Subject:      Re: New Hep A/Hep B vaccine

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

You can find the information at the CDC website:

http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/mm5037a4.htm

Dave Taylor

-----Original Message-----

From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, September 21, 2001 11:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: New Hep A/Hep B vaccine

GlaxoSmithKline Biologicals has introduced a new combination vaccine for

Hep A and Hep B called  "Twintrix".

This is given in 3 doses similar to the Hep B vaccine.

Are any of you familiar with this?

Do you have any comments regarding the efficacy of this vaccine?

Also, I was told that there is a new vaccine for Hep C in the market now.

Is that correct?

Thanks for any info.

Sincerely

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Sep 2001 10:38:10 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Grushka <mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU>

Subject:      Quesion About Laboratory Clothing and HIV Research Labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I am glad Scott brought this question up. At a recent IBC meeting we

discussed what would constitute appropriate outwear in an HIV laboratory

with BSL-3 Practices. The 4th Edition BMBL on page 172 states." There is no

evidence that laboratory clothing poses a risk for retrovirus transmission,

however, clothing that becomes contaminated with HIV or SIV should be

decontaminated before being laundered or discarded. Laboratory personnel

must remove clothing before going to non-laboratory areas."

My quick question to listserve readers is:

1. What type of laboratory outerwear standard(s) do you have in your HIV

research labs? Please specify what type of protective garment is used.

a. Tyvek or other disposable garments?

b. Washable lab coats/gowns?

2. If you use disposables, are they indeed disposed of after each entry into

the working lab area (not anteroom) ?

3. If you use washable lab coats/gowns, are they one time use only after

entry into the working lab?

4. If you use washable lab coats/gowns, do you launder in house or use

contract laundries?

5. Last but not least, what constitutes "contaminated" from a practical

standpoint in your laboratories?

Thank you for any information you would be willing to share.

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

520-621-5279

----- Original Message -----

From: "Scott Finkernagel" <finkersw@UMDNJ.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, September 19, 2001 12:44 PM

Subject: Common Practices in HIV research lab

Hello All,

I am a new Biosafety officer for UMDNJ. I would like some professional

advice/input in putting together a  list of Commonly accepted practices in a

research HIV laboratory. I have BSL-2/3 guidelines, but the extra safety

measures is what I am interested in.

For example:

Does the BSC need Hepa filtered exhaust through thimble?

Is a pressure gauge necessary on door?

 What are some of the practices at your institutions?

All of your experienced opinions would be most helpful.

Thank-you,

Scott

Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

Biological Safety Officer

UMDNJ- EOHSS

335 George Street

Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

New Brunswick, NJ 18901-2688

Phone 732-235-9370

Fax 732-235-9371

finkersw@umdnj.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Sep 2001 11:20:51 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lenore Koliha <lkoliha@CREIGHTON.EDU>

Subject:      Microbiology labs

In-Reply-To:  <sba9a9a1.086@umdnj.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Good day,

Are there any regulations or prudent practice regarding what level of

Biosafety should be allowed for undergraduate Microbiology labs.  Is there

anyone that is working with biosafety level II microbes in an

undergraduate lab?  I do realize that all protective measures would need

to be in place, but would like to know what other institutions are doing.

Thank you,

Lenore

       *****************************************************************

       *                                                               *

       * Lenore Koliha                 e-mail:  lkoliha@creighton.edu  *

       * Chemical Coordinator             ph#:  (402)546-6404          *

       * Dept. EH&S                       fax:  (402)546-6403          *

       * Creighton U.                                                  *

       * Jahn Bldg., Rm-110                                            *

       * 2204 Burt St.                                                 *

       * Omaha, NE  68178                                              *

       *****************************************************************

           The true measure of a man is not by the life he leads...

                      but by the memory he leaves behind.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Sep 2001 09:40:40 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Hanley <Bruce.Hanley@EHS.UCSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Microbiology labs

In-Reply-To:  <Pine.HPX.4.05.10109241117001.21513-100000@bluejay.creighton.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Hi Lenore,

Our microbiology instructor does use BSL2 microbes in the undergraduate

teaching lab, but only as a show and tell device.  They are from

patient specimens from a local hospital.  The plates are handled only

by the instructor and TAs, and are not manipulated by the undergrads

(no real need for them to do so). Our IBC required a regular BSL2

authorization with provisions for TA exposure followup, spill response,

transportation, and waste handling.  We felt it necessary to formalize

the whole thing in case of an adverse event.

Good Luck,

Bruce

On Mon, 24 Sep 2001 11:20:51 -0500 Lenore Koliha

<lkoliha@CREIGHTON.EDU> wrote:

> Good day,

> Are there any regulations or prudent practice regarding what level of

> Biosafety should be allowed for undergraduate Microbiology labs.  Is there

> anyone that is working with biosafety level II microbes in an

> undergraduate lab?  I do realize that all protective measures would need

> to be in place, but would like to know what other institutions are doing.

>

> Thank you,

> Lenore

>

>        *****************************************************************

>        *                                                               *

>        * Lenore Koliha                 e-mail:  lkoliha@creighton.edu  *

>        * Chemical Coordinator             ph#:  (402)546-6404          *

>        * Dept. EH&S                       fax:  (402)546-6403          *

>        * Creighton U.                                                  *

>        * Jahn Bldg., Rm-110                                            *

>        * 2204 Burt St.                                                 *

>        * Omaha, NE  68178                                              *

>        *****************************************************************

>            The true measure of a man is not by the life he leads...

>                       but by the memory he leaves behind.

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

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894

=========================================================================
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Date:         Tue, 25 Sep 2001 11:51:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Teryl Grosz <Teryl.Grosz@NDSU.NODAK.EDU>

Subject:      Diagnostic Labs on campus

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_6334333==_.ALT"

--=====================_6334333==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hello,

The IBC at our institution, North Dakota State University, has recently

been re-organized, and is administered out of the Sponsored Programs

Administration Office.  I am relatively new to my position as IBC Director.

As NDSU has no BSL-3 labs on campus, a Biological Safety Officer is not

required.

I am curious what IBCs at other institutions require of diagnostic

laboratories located on their campus, and staffed by campus

employees.  While there may be no research project being conducted at a

diagnostic lab, samples containing infectious agents may be analyzed, and

so it would seem to make sense that the institution should have some

oversight in this area.  Would the IBC require submission of the paperwork

even if the diagnostic lab was regularly inspected and audited by an

outside agency?

Thanks, in advance, for your comments,

Teryl Grosz

Director, Institutional Biosafety Committee

Office of Sponsored Programs Administration

201K Old Main  P.O. Box 5657

North Dakota State University

Fargo, ND  58105-5657

(701) 231-8908

(701) 231-6598 (fax)

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 25 Sep 2001 14:28:01 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dr. Daryl E. Rowe" <der@OVPR.UGA.EDU>

Organization: University of Georgia

Subject:      Re: Diagnostic Labs on campus

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------7B568066F1E38AB991B501E7"

--------------7B568066F1E38AB991B501E7

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Teryl Grosz wrote:

>  Hello,

>

> The IBC at our institution, North Dakota State University, has

> recently been re-organized, and is administered out of the Sponsored

> Programs Administration Office.  I am relatively new to my position as

> IBC Director. As NDSU has no BSL-3 labs on campus, a Biological Safety

> Officer is not required.

>

> I am curious what IBCs at other institutions require of diagnostic

> laboratories located on their campus, and staffed by campus

> employees.  While there may be no research project being conducted at

> a diagnostic lab, samples containing infectious agents may be

> analyzed, and so it would seem to make sense that the institution

> should have some oversight in this area.  Would the IBC require

> submission of the paperwork even if the diagnostic lab was regularly

> inspected and audited by an outside agency?

>

> Thanks, in advance, for your comments,

>  Teryl GroszDirector, Institutional Biosafety CommitteeOffice of

> Sponsored Programs Administration201K Old Main  P.O. Box 5657North

> Dakota State UniversityFargo, ND  58105-5657(701) 231-8908(701)

> 231-6598 (fax)

Teryl,

These are the situations that the biological safety officer looks

after.  You were correct when you stated that diagnostic labs may not do

research but there is always the chance that they may work with BSL-3

agents coming in as unknowns.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 25 Sep 2001 20:29:15 -0600

Reply-To:     campbem@SLU.EDU

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         campbem <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Venomous snakes

One of our research faculty is considering research

involving poisonous snakes.  We have, for the most part,

worked primarily with non-venomous reptiles so our animal

biosafety levels have been primarily low (considering

infectious organisms and not the animal itself).  With the

possibility of dangerous contact with a rattle snake or more

dangerous snake, we have taken steps to ensure the safety of

lab workers by generating specific safety guidelines and

emergency procedures for work with these animals.  I would

like to know how other institutions handle poisonous snakes

with regards to application of biosafety levels, specific

emergency procedures or other issues.  Thanks for your help!

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Sep 2001 08:21:03 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Venomous snakes

In-Reply-To:  <3bb13d7b.ac8.16838@slu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The good old safety principle of substitution comes in. If it is not valid

for scientific reasons to work with non-poisonous snakes, then try to work

with snakes for which an antidote is available. The original US supplier of

antidote against rattlers stopped production a few months back. However the

old horse-serum based treatment was not popular because it had caused a lot

of medical problems.

The good news is that there is a new and greatly improved remedy, CroFab.

The manufacturer, Protherics plc, obtained a license for the product from

the FDA about 12 months back and introduced CroFab for the year 2001 biting

season. I believe that it is marketed in the US by Altana. The company also

has a product called ViperaTAb that I understand is available on a named

patient basis in Europe as an antidote for bites from the European adder.

You can check my facts and get further information from the head office of

the company which is located near Manchester, England.

http://www.protherics.com/

I suggest you approach Arthur.Rushton@protherics.com for more details. If

you do so, please mention my name. Contact details

Dr Arthur Rushton

Chief Operating Officer

Protherics plc

Lyme Green Business Park

Macclesfield

Cheshire

SK11 0JL

Alternatively, you could contact their US office for Clinical Development &

Regulatory Affairs:

Protherics Inc.

1207 17th Ave. So.

Suite 103

Nashville, TN 37212

USA

Tel : +1 615 327 1027

Fax : +1 615 320 1212

Best of luck with the research

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of campbem

> Sent: 26 September 2001 03:29

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Venomous snakes

>

>

> One of our research faculty is considering research

> involving poisonous snakes.  We have, for the most part,

> worked primarily with non-venomous reptiles so our animal

> biosafety levels have been primarily low (considering

> infectious organisms and not the animal itself).  With the

> possibility of dangerous contact with a rattle snake or more

> dangerous snake, we have taken steps to ensure the safety of

> lab workers by generating specific safety guidelines and

> emergency procedures for work with these animals.  I would

> like to know how other institutions handle poisonous snakes

> with regards to application of biosafety levels, specific

> emergency procedures or other issues.  Thanks for your help!

>

> Mark Campbell, M.S.

> Biological Safety Officer

> Office of Environmental Safety and Services

> Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

> 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> St. Louis, MO 63104

> (314) 577-8608

> campbem@slu.edu

>
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Date:         Wed, 26 Sep 2001 09:09:15 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Thompson, Larry" <ljthompson@TIFTON.CPES.PEACHNET.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Diagnostic Labs on campus

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="windows-1252"

Teryl,

At Veterinary Diagnostic Laboratories, their mission is diagnose animal

diseases.  Yes, animals in America get anthrax, west nile and other nasties

that may come in to the DL, but these are not an everyday occurance.  Please

remember that they are submitted as clinical cases, not research.  As

clinical cases, the laboratorian must only identify them and maybe do an

antibiotic sensitivity on bacteria, and then can destroy the agent by normal

microbiological practices.  Any and all research that is done at the DL will

come under the normal research channels of oversight and reporting.

I suggest you visit the DL and spend some time with the personnel to

understand their mission better.  Will they need some improvements in

protocols?  Maybe.  What lab doesn't?  Will they be interested in realistic

improvements to make their job safer?  My experience says yes.

FYI, my previous position was as Director of Biosafety at cornell vet school

and I chair the Laboratory Safety committee of the American Association of

Veterinary Laboratory Diagnosticians.  If you have further questions, feel

free to contact me directly.

TTFN,

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

Clinical Toxicologist

University of Georgia

Veterinary Diagnostic and Investigational Lab

43 Brighton Road

Tifton, GA  31794-1961

Ph 912-386-3340  Fax 912-386-7128

-----Original Message-----

From: Teryl Grosz [mailto:Teryl.Grosz@NDSU.NODAK.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2001 12:52 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Diagnostic Labs on campus

Hello,

The IBC at our institution, North Dakota State University, has recently been

re-organized, and is administered out of the Sponsored Programs

Administration Office.  I am relatively new to my position as IBC Director.

As NDSU has no BSL-3 labs on campus, a Biological Safety Officer is not

required.

I am curious what IBCs at other institutions require of diagnostic

laboratories located on their campus, and staffed by campus employees.

While there may be no research project being conducted at a diagnostic lab,

samples containing infectious agents may be analyzed, and so it would seem

to make sense that the institution should have some oversight in this area.

Would the IBC require submission of the paperwork even if the diagnostic lab

was regularly inspected and audited by an outside agency?

Thanks, in advance, for your comments,

Teryl Grosz

Director, Institutional Biosafety Committee

Office of Sponsored Programs Administration

201K Old Main  P.O. Box 5657

North Dakota State University

Fargo, ND  58105-5657

(701) 231-8908

(701) 231-6598 (fax)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Sep 2001 14:20:15 -0400

Reply-To:     jlancaster@novascreen.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jean Lancaster <jlancaster@NOVASCREEN.COM>

Subject:      B Anthracis, Sterns B 34F

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I am trying unsuccessfully to find any information regarding B anthracis,

Sterns B 34F.  its biosafety level; is it a select agent?...  I've found

lots of information regarding  B anthracis, but none regarding this

particular strain.  Any suggestions as to where to look would be greatly

appreciated.

Thank you in advance.

Jean Lancaster

Senior Manager, Laboratory Operations

Novascreen Biosciences Corporation

7170 Standard Drive

Hanover, MD 21076

800-543-4141 (phone)

410-712-4412 (fax)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Sep 2001 15:28:38 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Charlotte Waggoner <ren@VT.EDU>

Subject:      Bioterrorism Contingency Plan

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

The tragic events in New York and Washington D.C. have our upper university

administration reviewing our emergency preparedness.  I would like to know

if other university entities out there have a bioterrorism contingency plan

(either stand-alone or part of a university disaster plan), and if so, how

it was developed.   For example, did you have a consultant come in and

perform a risk assessment or was this completed by internal personnel?   How

did you go about identifying at-risk areas?  And, once the plan was

developed, how were the particulars (e.g., notification procedures)

communicated to university personnel.

Any guidance would be greatly appreciated.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Sep 2001 08:23:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Newberry <wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd: DISPOSABLE RESPIRATORS AND BIOTERRORISM

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Can anyone help this gentleman?

--- begin forwarded text

X-Time: <200109270343.f8R3h4B04068>

From: "Steve Baker" <sbaker@socal.rr.com>

To: <ehs@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject: DISPOSABLE RESPIRATORS AND BIOTERRORISM

Date: Wed, 26 Sep 2001 20:44:17 -0700

MIME-Version: 1.0

X-Priority: 3 (Normal)

Importance: Normal

Do you have any studies done in relation to the impact of using various

disposable respirators in an emergency for general masses to use in the

event of a biological attack / release.  This is in relation to the 95, 99,

and 100, and N, R, and P Classifications.  I understand this would not be

the protection needed, but in an emergency, and considering that there is no

proper equipment available for the masses, it at least should increase the

odds of survival, providing the mask fit question was addressed or enhanced.

I would also like to know if in a biological release, is it even possible

that any of the biolicial products could be effectively released in any type

of aresol that would contain an oil?  Or would the N class be the only

needed class, like the N100.

Thanking you in advance for any help in this matter, I remain

Respectfully yours,

Steve Baker     sbaker@socal.rr.com

--- end forwarded text

--

Robin

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

W. Robert Newberry, IV CIH, CHMM

Chief Environmental Health and Safety Officer

Clemson University

wnewber@clemson.edu  ehs@clemson.edu

http://ehs.clemson.edu/

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Sep 2001 10:11:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Griffith <dgriffit@UWO.CA>

Organization: The University of Western Ontario

Subject:      Re: Fwd: DISPOSABLE RESPIRATORS AND BIOTERRORISM

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------15E450664ADDDFE7786E71F8"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------15E450664ADDDFE7786E71F8

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Unless you catch a person releasing a bioaerosol you are not going to know of

the release for several days until the victims start showing up at hospitals.

By that time masks are not going to do much good so I would not spend much time

looking at this from a practical stand point.

Biotoxins and standard chemical weapons have an immediate effect and you will

know you are under attack, however, you will be looking for full chemical

protection (masks, clothing etc) for those outside.  If you are looking at

developing plans the best procedures/plans would involve "shelter in place"

protocols.  Not only will this provide the best protection for large numbers of

people, but also keep the streets clear for emergency workers with the proper

protection and reduce the chance of infected victims spreading contagion if it

was a biological agent attack.  You will also have the advantage not needing to

worry about crowd control, looting etc to the same extent.

Dave

Robin Newberry wrote:

> Can anyone help this gentleman?

>

> --- begin forwarded text

>

>

> Do you have any studies done in relation to the impact of using various

> disposable respirators in an emergency for general masses to use in the

> event of a biological attack / release.  This is in relation to the 95, 99,

> and 100, and N, R, and P Classifications.  I understand this would not be

> the protection needed, but in an emergency, and considering that there is no

> proper equipment available for the masses, it at least should increase the

> odds of survival, providing the mask fit question was addressed or enhanced.

> I would also like to know if in a biological release, is it even possible

> that any of the biolicial products could be effectively released in any type

> of aresol that would contain an oil?  Or would the N class be the only

> needed class, like the N100.

>

> Thanking you in advance for any help in this matter, I remain

> Respectfully yours,

>

> Steve Baker     sbaker@socal.rr.com

>

> --- end forwarded text

>

--------------15E450664ADDDFE7786E71F8

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="dgriffit.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for David Griffith

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="dgriffit.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Griffith;David

tel;pager:restricted

tel;cell:restricted

tel;fax:519-661-3987

tel;home:restricted

tel;work:519-661-2036

x-mozilla-html:TRUE

url:www.uwo.ca/ohs

org:The University of Western Ontario;Occupational Health & Safety

adr:;;1151 Richmond St.;London;Ontario;N6A 5B9;Canada

version:2.1

email;internet:dgriffit@uwo.ca

title:Hazardous Materials Officer

fn:David Griffith

end:vcard

--------------15E450664ADDDFE7786E71F8--
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Date:         Thu, 27 Sep 2001 16:47:10 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      At-risk groups For Hep B/Hep A

In-Reply-To:  <3BB0CCB1.D636914A@ovpr.uga.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear Listsibs:

I would be interested in hearing from those of you in academic institutions

whether you have identified at-risk groups for Hep B and/or Hep A?

For example:

custodians who work in research labs?

custodians who work in dormitories?

custodians who clean up blood spills?

custodian who clean bathrooms?

food service staff?

researchers working with human blood or body fluids?

Athletic trainers?

Who all are at risk?

If they need the vaccine, who pays for the vaccine?

As always, thanks for your help.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu
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Hi-

Have people dealt with ergonomic/RSI issues in labs, particularly withrespect to microscope and/or fly genetics work?  If so, do you have anywords of wisdom, lab chair recommendations, scope recommendations oranything to share?

Thanks-

Sue

Suzanne M. Quinn

Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

Exelixis, Inc.

170 Harbor Way

P.O. Box 511

South San Francisco, CA  94083-0511
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Ninni:

I used to consult to a small university in Connecticut on safety for a few

years. My experience is as follows:

The following individuals were provided HB vaccine based upon historical

incidences on campus:

Custodians who work in dormitories*

Custodians who clean up blood spills*

Custodian who clean bathrooms*

Athletic trainers

*Same individuals

No research was performed (to my knowledge).

Food Service was managed by Marriott - I asked them for their policy and

procedures on Food Safety. Unfortunately - my memory is a bit of a sieve on

that.

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

860-675-1217

860-675-1311(fax)

860-944-2373(mobile)

In a message dated 9/27/2001 4:49:49 PM Eastern Daylight Time,

ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU writes:

>

>

> Dear Listsibs:

> I would be interested in hearing from those of you in academic institutions

> whether you have identified at-risk groups for Hep B and/or Hep A?

>

> For example:

> custodians who work in research labs?

> custodians who work in dormitories?

> custodians who clean up blood spills?

> custodian who clean bathrooms?

> food service staff?

> researchers working with human blood or body fluids?

> Athletic trainers?

>

> Who all are at risk?

>

> If they need the vaccine, who pays for the vaccine?

>

> As always, thanks for your help.

>

> Ninni

>

>

>

>

>

>

> Ninni Jacob, CHP

> Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety Office

> Brown University - Box 1914

> 164 Angell Street

> Providence, RI 02912

>

> Tel:401 863 1738

> Fax:401 863 7676

>

> email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu
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Subject:      Re: At-risk groups For Hep B/Hep A
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We have everyone on your list in the bloodborne pathogens program which means that must be offered the hep B vaccine which is paid for by their departments. For the food service staff, only the supervisors are in the program, they do all the blood clean-ups.

At 04:47 PM 9/27/2001 -0400, you wrote:

>Dear Listsibs:

>I would be interested in hearing from those of you in academic institutions

>whether you have identified at-risk groups for Hep B and/or Hep A?

>

>For example:

>custodians who work in research labs?

>custodians who work in dormitories?

>custodians who clean up blood spills?

>custodian who clean bathrooms?

>food service staff?

>researchers working with human blood or body fluids?

>Athletic trainers?

>

>Who all are at risk?

>

>If they need the vaccine, who pays for the vaccine?

>

>As always, thanks for your help.

>

>Ninni

>

>

>

>

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

>

<smaller>Patti Pawski

Biosafety Industrial Hygienist

Michigan State University

Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI  48824

(517) 432-8044

</smaller>
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Suzanne,

I have had to address this issue from the user end in a cytogeneticslaboratory.

Olympus BX series microscope occulars are  angle adjustable, whichrelieves a lot of straining for the constant microscope user. The use ofadjustable height/canting chairs are also practical but, depending on thebench height, arm rests might limit how close to the scope the user canget. Hope this is helpful.

Regards,

Scott

Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

Biological Safety Officer

UMDNJ- EOHSS

335 George Street

Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

New Brunswick, NJ 18901-2688

Phone 732-235-9370

Fax 732-235-9371

finkersw@umdnj.edu

>>> squinn@EXELIXIS.COM 09/27/01 06:21PM >>>

Hi-

Have people dealt with ergonomic/RSI issues in labs, particularly withrespect to microscope and/or fly genetics work?  If so, do you have anywords of wisdom, lab chair recommendations, scope recommendations oranything to share?

Thanks-

Sue

Suzanne M. Quinn

Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

Exelixis, Inc.

170 Harbor Way

P.O. Box 511

South San Francisco, CA  94083-0511
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Subject:      Re: Serum Banking
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A while ago I asked the list about serum banking and only got one reply

from someone actually doing it.  I also got these comments. 

"Is the Health Science Center considering doing serum banking?? It is a

time consuming, record keeping task."

"And I might add with NO benefit for the employee."

I get the impression from the BMBL that if one is doing BSL3 work one

has no choice but to serum bank, regardless of the benefits or lack

thereof.  (quote) "Baseline serum samples are collected as appropriate

and stored for all laboratory and other at-risk personnel."

Who out there has BSL3 work going on?  Do you or don't you serum bank?

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu
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Subject:      Re: Serum Banking
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We have a BSL3 lab & are not doing any serum banking.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu
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Subject:      Re: At-risk groups For Hep B/Hep A
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We consider plumbers at risk, as well.

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2001 2:47 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: At-risk groups For Hep B/Hep A

Dear Listsibs:

I would be interested in hearing from those of you in academic

institutions

whether you have identified at-risk groups for Hep B and/or Hep A?

For example:

custodians who work in research labs?

custodians who work in dormitories?

custodians who clean up blood spills?

custodian who clean bathrooms?

food service staff?

researchers working with human blood or body fluids?

Athletic trainers?

Who all are at risk?

If they need the vaccine, who pays for the vaccine?

As always, thanks for your help.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu
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Hi Ninni,

At MIT we identify at risk for Hep B (as per OSHA), but do not for Hep A

(which would be any worker with contact with human fecal material).  We

have given informational material to our plumbers and custodians regarding

fecal contact.

Basically we train all building services staff in OSHA BBP as they are

responsible for cleaning blood spills in bathrooms, hallways, class

rooms.  They also come across used syringes.  Food service staff do not

receive OSHA BBP training (they do receive food sanitation

training).  Researchers - definitely trained.  Athletic trainers (&

coaches) - definitely trained (they probably see & clean up more blood then

all of the other groups on campus combined).

Other then the above, we train Campus Police, assist in Med. Dep't.

training (small hospital), property office personnel (they enter labs and

handle equipment that may be contaminated), clinical research center

people, ground keepers (contact with syringes, blood spills).

Richie

>For example:

>custodians who work in research labs?

>custodians who work in dormitories?

>custodians who clean up blood spills?

>custodian who clean bathrooms?

>food service staff?

>researchers working with human blood or body fluids?

>Athletic trainers?

>

>Who all are at risk?

>

>If they need the vaccine, who pays for the vaccine?

>

>As always, thanks for your help.

>

>Ninni

>

>

>

>

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Hello everyone,

This question really does not pertain to biosafety however, hopefully

someone may have an answer for me.  One of our ORs uses a Lazer plume

and has over the past year, had accumulation of yellow residue on the

ceiling tiles. I do not know much about Lazers at all and somehow I got

involved! Has anyone any knowledge or heard of something like this? If

so, I need to find out if anything would be considered unsafe for the

personel working in these areas as well as the patients.

thank you,

Sue

Susan Souder, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Thomas Jefferson University

Phila., Pa. 19107
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I disagree with David about the usefulness of respirators for a biological

attack response.  True - it's no help for victims of an initial release, but if

the agent is transmitted secondarily to others (not the case for anthrax - but

pox viruses are contagious) , then it will be very hard to get any hospital

employees to come to work if we can't give them respirators to keep them from

catching it from the patients.   I wouldn't be at all surprised if all the

health care staff don't start  'calling in scared' after a biological attack,

like the airline stewardesses are now.

I'm more worried about indoor attacks - large arenas, malls, auditoriums, etc.

than crop dusters.

These are my own opinions - not my employers.

Judy
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Cheri -

The BMBL is only a "guideline", not a regulation.  You have the option of

following the guideline or not.  Sometimes, the older concepts of biosafety

seem to be set in stone and very hard to change.  I think that's the case

with the question of serum banking.  This thread pops up about once every

6-8 months - I even started one of the repeats myself about three years

ago.  At that time, only one institution (Wistar) of perhaps a dozen

responders said that they had an institutional policy requiring serum

banking.  The general consensus now seems to be that the many legal issues

surrounding the practice (security, protection of identity, timely discard,

protection of samples, etc., etc.) far outweigh the dubious value of stored

baseline samples.  For decades, the accepted method of confirming an

etiology immunologically has been to collect acute and convalescent serum

samples and test them together.  In the case of exposures, the acute sample

would be collected at the time of exposure, the convalescent sample 6-8

weeks later.  In this manner, one can often relate a change in titer to the

illness observed.  But testing at a sample collected months before the

exposure adds no information of value and opens the procedure to debate

about the quality of the sample, its prior storage, and so on.

Even though I consider the BMBL one of the best sets of basic biosafety

guidelines, I disagree with its recommendation to collect baseline serum

samples, even for generic BSL3 work.  With each Risk Group 3 or 4 agents, I

recommend a case-by-case assessment  of all aspects of medical surveillance.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

=================================

At 09:00 AM 9/28/01 -0500, you wrote:

>A while ago I asked the list about serum banking and only got one reply

>from someone actually doing it.  I also got these comments.

>

>"Is the Health Science Center considering doing serum banking?? It is a

>time consuming, record keeping task."

>

>"And I might add with NO benefit for the employee."

>

>I get the impression from the BMBL that if one is doing BSL3 work one

>has no choice but to serum bank, regardless of the benefits or lack

>thereof.  (quote) "Baseline serum samples are collected as appropriate

>and stored for all laboratory and other at-risk personnel."

>

>Who out there has BSL3 work going on?  Do you or don't you serum bank?

>

>Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

>Environmental Health and Safety Officer

>The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

>P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

>Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

>405/271-3000

>FAX 405/271-1606

>cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

>
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Glenn,

As you mentioned, Wistar has supported a wide-ranging serum banking policy

for decades. Though folks here are particularly slow to change, we have

recently and substantially modified our serum banking policy for the

reasons you mentioned and more.

We bank serum for our BSL3 staff who work with HIV. All other instances are

assessed on a case-by-case basis.

I should add that in my 6 years here at Wistar, there has never been a case

when we've had the need to analyze a banked serum sample. My predecessor

once presented a few interesting cases where serum banking was indeed

useful. I suspect that those instances contributed to some of our internal

resistance to modify our policy. In any case, we too have now concluded

that the questionable benefits of general serum banking simply do not

justify the legal and technical challenges it presents. Times have changed.

Tom

At 09:49 AM 9/28/2001 -0700, you wrote:

>Cheri -

>

>The BMBL is only a "guideline", not a regulation.  You have the option of

>following the guideline or not.  Sometimes, the older concepts of biosafety

>seem to be set in stone and very hard to change.  I think that's the case

>with the question of serum banking.  This thread pops up about once every

>6-8 months - I even started one of the repeats myself about three years

>ago.  At that time, only one institution (Wistar) of perhaps a dozen

>responders said that they had an institutional policy requiring serum

>banking.  The general consensus now seems to be that the many legal issues

>surrounding the practice (security, protection of identity, timely discard,

>protection of samples, etc., etc.) far outweigh the dubious value of stored

>baseline samples.  For decades, the accepted method of confirming an

>etiology immunologically has been to collect acute and convalescent serum

>samples and test them together.  In the case of exposures, the acute sample

>would be collected at the time of exposure, the convalescent sample 6-8

>weeks later.  In this manner, one can often relate a change in titer to the

>illness observed.  But testing at a sample collected months before the

>exposure adds no information of value and opens the procedure to debate

>about the quality of the sample, its prior storage, and so on.

>

>Even though I consider the BMBL one of the best sets of basic biosafety

>guidelines, I disagree with its recommendation to collect baseline serum

>samples, even for generic BSL3 work.  With each Risk Group 3 or 4 agents, I

>recommend a case-by-case assessment  of all aspects of medical surveillance.

>

>-- Glenn

>

>

>Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>Director and Biosafety Officer

>Environmental Health & Safety

>Aviron

>408-845-8857

>

>=================================

>

>At 09:00 AM 9/28/01 -0500, you wrote:

> >A while ago I asked the list about serum banking and only got one reply

> >from someone actually doing it.  I also got these comments.

> >

> >"Is the Health Science Center considering doing serum banking?? It is a

> >time consuming, record keeping task."

> >

> >"And I might add with NO benefit for the employee."

> >

> >I get the impression from the BMBL that if one is doing BSL3 work one

> >has no choice but to serum bank, regardless of the benefits or lack

> >thereof.  (quote) "Baseline serum samples are collected as appropriate

> >and stored for all laboratory and other at-risk personnel."

> >

> >Who out there has BSL3 work going on?  Do you or don't you serum bank?

> >

> >Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

> >Environmental Health and Safety Officer

> >The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

> >P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

> >Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

> >405/271-3000

> >FAX 405/271-1606

> >cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

> >

***********************************

R. Thomas Leonard, M.S., CSP, CBSP

Safety Officer

The Wistar Institute

3601 Spruce Street

Philadelphia, PA 19104

(ph)215-898-3712

(fx)215-898-3868
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Susan, are they lazering through skin that is decontaminated with an

iodine-based prep?  We had yellow discoloring in our physical therapy area

when the therapists were decontaminating the PT treatment tanks with

iodophors between patients and during the swirling process of the water

were releasing small amounts of iodine that discolored the area.

That's all I can figure...

Debbie Hunt, DrPH, CBSP

Director, Biological Safety

Duke University / Duke University Health Systems

Durham, NC

919-684-8822
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A few years ago I sent asked the Biosafty List about serum banking and got

a few replies. There were not enough to have a clear picture of what the

Biosafety community thinks but they were interesting.  Here the are:

From: Curt Speaker, December 8, 1998

         Having held your position (Safety Officer at Wistar) before you

did, I can shed a little light on the value of the serum banking program.

There were two instances where the samples proved to be useful.  In the

first instance, someone working in a lab with Herpes Simplex Virus came

down with an acute viral attack.  He complained that it was from a lab

exposure, but review of his culture practices over the past month did not

point to anything that we could pin down as an exposure incident.  So we

pulled the serum sample and had it titered.  Sure enough, the same exact

strain of HSV was in his baseline serum, indicating to us that the current

attack was the result of a previous infection outside the workplace.

         The second involved a post doc who did a fair bit of work with

avian species in the animal facility came down with a cryptococcus

infection.  Analysis of the baseline serum sample showed no evidence of

previous exposure to the organism.  While exposure to pigeon droppings

outside of the work area could not be ruled out (we are talking about

Philadelphia here :-), the lack of evidence of previous infection suggested

that there we a reasonable likelihood that the exposure could be

occupationally related.

         To touch on what Joe Coggin said, remember that serum sampling is

required at BL3 but recommended at BL-2, with consideration being given to

the agent being handled. I believe that serum banking is useful, especially

for areas doing viral research.  It may prove a bit less useful in

bacteriological work, but in those cases it is easy enough to obtain an

acute and convalescent serum sample and compare the two.  Serological

sampling is really a double-edged sword:  It can protect the employer and

the employee both.

         I have been fighting to establish a serum banking program here at

Penn State since I got here.  I have estimated the start-up cost to be

about $10,000 with an annual cost to maintain the program of about

$500/year after the initial outlay of money.  This is partly to do with the

fact that there is very little virus working going on here, and that our

Health Service office would take care of drawing the blood, spinning it

down, and placing the serum into cryo-storage vials that we would provide

(their cost for this service is $15/person).

         With the onset of PCR, I think serum banking could prove to be

even more beneficial, with the possibility of more sensitive testing to

detect low level exposures and those that occurred months previous. IF an

infectious agent is found, RFP can be done on it to determine if it is

homologous to the experimental material.   But these serum samples would

technically become medical records and should be under the same time

requirements for holding after a person leaves the place of employment.  I

do not believe that using these samples as preemployment screening tools is

at all proper, or even ethical. Again, just one man's opinion... Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

 From Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP, December 8, 1988

         Unless you have known, useful tests to measure antigen or antibody

specific for the pathogen or group of pathogens likely to be a problem and

the assay works with old stored sera and the sera are correctly stored and

labeled and inventoried, what good are they?  Also, legally what do you do

with sera when a worker leaves your employ.  If you throw it away, and

later the individual complains of some disease or tumor that they develop,

you may have a serious legal problem!

         Also, if you plan to collect sera on all workers handling

experimental animals including rodents or handling microbes in the lab with

periodic new sample collection every few years, prepare to dedicate a

significant budget to staff to inventory the sera, care for it if frozen at

ultralow temps as is often recommended, are willing to run endless

batteries of tests on it in some legal situations, can establish policies

and procedures for its testing and discard over time and make a massive

investment in freezers and their maintenance, etc, I recommend not doing it

unless specifically mandated by a sponsor like NIH or CDC. Again, if

specific guidelines like those for some agents listed in the BMBL require

it, you must do it for those at risk,  but not for everybody working in

your other labs.  Any institution can set its policies to require it, but

can doing so be risk-benefit likely to give helpful results?

         That's what I think is the current "philosophy" on serum banking

in Universities, PH labs, Pharmaceutical companies, research companies and

the like where serum banking has been evaluated recently, and possibly for

many government agencies.  The key questions I would ask are:  Is there a

specific written regulation that it [SB] must be done for specific

biohazards ?  Are there serologic tests that work with aged serum available

to test for something specific related to the biohazards? Will the testing

help resolve a real exposure incident?  What is the general population

normal titer to non-occupational exposure to the pathogen in question?  Is

an early antibody [IgM] test available and reliable to screen the

sera?  Will workers using specific agents be "titered" before work and what

will happen if they have initial screen reactivity?  What do you do with

the untested sera when somebody leaves you employ?  What is the

risk-benefit projection?

         This is one person's opinion, remember!

Regards.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

jcoggin@jaguar1,usouthal.edu

(334) 360-6314

 From Elizabeth Mayes 18 Aug 1998

         Your request for information on serum storage is a timely one for

myself.  We are currently wrestling with what to do with the collection of

serum samples collected over the past 15-20 years sitting in a freezer.

         In answer to your questions, in order:

         1.  Serum samples were collected at the beginning of a person's

employment for use in determining a specific point in time picture of a

person's antibodies to infectious agents which were handled.  We were

using, at one time or another:  rabies, botulism, tetanus, anthrax,

diphtheria, pertussis, legionella, small pox, and probably others.  If an

employee were to develop symptoms of a disease, the serum sample could be

analyzed to determine whether or not the individual had developed this as a

result of occupational exposure or brought it with them at the initiation

of employment.

         2.  To the best of my knowledge, we have never needed to analyze

the serum samples we collected - which were frozen.

         3.  To the best of my knowledge, the samples have never been

analyzed for anything.

         4.  No chain of custody was ever established.

         5.  No security measures were established.

         6.  No time limit was placed on the length of time samples were

kept.  It is not known by our staff whether or not they deteriorate.  I

have been informed by two physicians - neither of whom is an immunologist -

that serum samples are pretty much useless unless immediately frozen to

very very cold temperatures - being well below those obtainable by a

standard household refrigerator.  Their explanation was that the enzymes

and other materials in the whole blood will chemically react with the

antibodies, reducing the amount of them available for quantitative analysis

at a later date.  I'm not an immunologist, nor am I a biochemist, but this

sounds perfectly logical to me.

         7.  We have never considered this.

         8.  Boy, do I ever ....

         My agency has a large (several hundred samples) collection of

serum samples which are anywhere from 2 to 20 years old.  No chain of

custody was ever established.  No special security measures were

established.  No quality control measures were established (e.g.

verification of storage temperature, periodic inspection of samples for

physical integrity, validation of paper trail, etc.).  This was done by a

state agency which operated under the assumption that they would never need

these samples, and with the preconceived notion that 'we're a state agency

- because we're not in it for money, we're somehow immune to the vagarities

of human nature and stupidity'.

         After I became the health & safety manager last fall (the first

time we have had one in 70 years), this was one of the problems dropped on

my plate.  What to do with all of the samples?  How long do we keep them

past the termination of employment?  Most of the samples are for people who

don't work here anymore.

         The greater problem occurred, relating to Quality Assurance

issues:  at some unknown point in time, the freezer in which the samples

were stored was unplugged.  At some unknown point in time later, it was

re-plugged.  Many of the samples became moldy.  From the point of view of

law/forensics, all of them are totally useless.  As an attorney, I would

tear holes all through the situation, with the following questions:  Can

you prove that the samples weren't tampered with?  Can you prove that

sample really belongs to that person?  Can you prove that the test results

you obtained from analysis of the sample are valid, due to the unknown

storage conditions?  I would never even consider using the serum samples we

have in any medical or legal situation.  We would expose ourselves to

greater problems than if we never took any of these samples.

My current opinion on the subject is as follows:

Blood tests are very useful tools.  They should, like any other analytical

tool at our disposal, be considered with their advantages and disadvantages.

         A person who is starting work on a project which has the potential

to expose him/her to chemical or biological hazards which can be detected

by blood testing should have this test performed as part of routine medical

surveillance at the beginning of the project.  This means take the blood

sample and IMMEDIATELY analyze it for the analytes of interest.

         When the project ends, repeat the assay.  This provides the

company with medical evidence that the person's health was/wasn't

compromised by their occupational tasks.

         If the person starts a different project with another hazard, take

another blood sample.

         NEVER NEVER NEVER take samples and stick them in a freezer.   The

storage of samples (as opposed to their immediate analysis) opens the legal

and medical question of physical security during storage, validation of

storage conditions, validation of storage time, verification and periodic

inspection of the storage facility, and the man-hours devoted to all of this.

         All of the above paragraph indicates that this is a costly

endeavor to maintain the serum samples.  It is also something not to be

taken lightly:  you can't just drop them all in a convenient corner of some

R&D freezer.  This investment must be weighed against the immediate cost of

immediate analysis.

         The cost of blood tests should be more than out weighed by the

peace of mind and confidence of the corporate attorneys and the employees

in the minimisation of uncertainty in the protection of their occupational

health.

         The storage of samples has one advantage I can think of:  it

allows for the possibility of someone to have a small piece of their

medical history available for non-occupational related issues.  For

example, if someone contracts Hepatitis C or HIV, and there is any reason

to believe that they may have contracted it at work, a blood sample taken

at the beginning of their employment may be able to provide the employer

with evidence that it was not occupationally contracted.  Then again, it

may not be able to do so.  A negative test really doesn't prove anything,

if it was taken between contracting the virus and a sufficient antibody

response being present to provide a positive test.

         I hope this has been of some use to you.  I look forward to your

presentation at the next ABSA meeting, which I hope to be able to attend.

         If you have any other questions, or feel that my experience could

help you in any way, please don't hesitate to contact me at e_e_maes@yahoo.com.

Elizabeth Maes

From: jpointer@mail.mdanderson.org

         Our experience with it here has not been real good.  Expensive to

store samples properly... Once, banked serum was used inappropriately by

one investigator trying to assure his employees that they were not exposed

-- he performed clinical tests on his employees' samples that he had taken,

in his research lab and the administration got real upset because they

wanted any tests like that performed in a CAP inspected clinical lab - not

his research lab.  That one caused the company attorneys to

herniate.  Also, institutional concern about who has jurisdiction over

banked serum samples and how long you need to keep them after an employee

has terminated was a problem.  Liability issues, etc.... Employee Health

makes all those decisions now and they only bank serum ahead of time now

from animal handlers.  During training we ask people to report any exposure

incidents on day one so that Employee Health can take day one serum samples

if they deem that appropriate.  So Environmental Health and Safety is out

of the decision tree and the Occupational Medicine MD has the

responsibility.  I like it better that way, cause it's a sticky topic.
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Are they using the laser for cauterization?  It might just be smoke from

incinerated tissue.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Director of Institutional Research Compliance/Biological Safety

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-9006

Telephone: 304-293-7157

FAX:       304-293-4529

Email:     acockbur@wvu.edu

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Susan Souder

> Sent: Friday, September 28, 2001 12:21 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Lazer

>

>

> Hello everyone,

> This question really does not pertain to biosafety however, hopefully

> someone may have an answer for me.  One of our ORs uses a Lazer plume

> and has over the past year, had accumulation of yellow residue on the

> ceiling tiles. I do not know much about Lazers at all and somehow I got

> involved! Has anyone any knowledge or heard of something like this? If

> so, I need to find out if anything would be considered unsafe for the

> personel working in these areas as well as the patients.

> thank you,

> Sue

>

> Susan Souder, MS, CBSP

> Biosafety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety

> Thomas Jefferson University

> Phila., Pa. 19107

>
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The laser-tissue interaction, mainly with lasers class 3b and 4, produce

what it is called the LGAC or Laser Generated Air Contaminants. In the case

of animal or human tissue the presence of biologically active material has

been found and as per the ANSI standard (ANSI Z136.3), it says: " in

operations that use Class 4 lasers, the vaporization of target tissue

produces LGAC and The LSO (Laser Safety Officer) must be alerted to this

potential." .." Analysis of the LGAC produced during laser surgical

procedures has shown the presence of gaseous toxic compounds, bio-aerosols,

dead and live cellular material and viruses."

Bottom line: Yes, there is an inherent risk. That is the reason why smoke

evacuators are required when doing laser procedures. Again, the ANSI

standards. " At certain concentrations, some of the LGAC can cause ocular

and upper respiratory tract irritation, have unpleasant odors, create visual

problems for the physician, and have been shown to have mutagenic and

carcinogenic potential."

Potential risk of contamination in the OR is greater than the surgeons are

ready to admit.

Jairo
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Dear Readers

Would you like to have a medical, pharma, biotech and

agrochemical abbreviation search database in your

computer? Go to:

www.pharma-lexicon.com and click on New Desktop

Searchbox, Download Now.

Search through our database of over 28 thousand

medical abbreviations and acronyms, or search our

database of over 30 million Scientific Articles from

your computer desktop.

Need to look up abbreviations quickly and effectively

without having to spend ages searching? Our new

desktop search box allows you to quickly enter your

search criteria, and will then go off to our web site

to search through our database of over 28 thousand

acronyms (and growing by the day). Our database is

more up to date than any book, with new acronyms and

abbreviations added daily. We also provide links to

relevant web sites and allow for 'fuzzy' searching.

The Pharma-Lexicon Search Box will install itself into

the directory you designate (in your computer). It

also allows the option of having an icon on your

desktop.

When you enter your search criteria and click 'go',

the search box will search for an Internet connection.

If there is one already present, it will open itself

into either an open browser window (Explorer, Netscape

etc), or will open a browser window (if there is not

one already open). If there is not an Internet

connection present, it will bring up the box to allow

you to connect before going off to open the results

page.

Christian Nordqvist

christian@pharma-lexicon.com
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Several years ago I gave one of our researchers a barrier recapper (hemust recap needles in his protocol).  Now the recapper has reached theend of its useful life, and he called to ask about purchasing a new one. Unfortunately I can't remember the name of the manufacturer.  Couldanyone help me out?  Thanks in advance.
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A question was posed to me today and being fairly new to the field I

thought I would ask for some help from you all.  Apparently a safety

notice was sent out from the Medical Devices Agency in the UK warning

that certain parts of medical equipment and air filters can form a

reservoir for infectious organisms including MRSA.   We already have

a protocol for treating these machines for potential bloodborne

infectious organisms. Does anyone have a protocol for the technicians

dealing with maintenance and repair of this equipment that has been

in contact with an MRSA patient? Reading some of the material

referenced below it would seem that the use of Universal Precautions

and scrupulous handwashing would protect the technician. Is there an

additional hazard for them though because of the concentration  of

the organism?

(MRSA means methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus. You can

access more info by doing a web search using MRSA. or go to this site

that gives a rundown on transmission of the disease

http://www.dorset.swest.nhs.uk/comm_dis/mrsa.html)

Thanks,

Barbara Benton St. Gelais

--

Barbara Benton St. Gelais

Environmental Safety Facility

University of Vermont

Burlington, VT 05405-0570

(802)656-5402

bbsg@esf.uvm.edu
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In our undergraduate biology courses we show the various videos from

HHMI on laboratory safety.  But we have many field biology courses.

Does anyone know of any videos that describe basic safety issues for

such work?  Thanks

--

Carl S. Pike

Harry W. and Mary B. Huffnagle Professor of Botany

Department of Biology                Phone (717) 291-3958

Franklin and Marshall College        email C_PIKE@ACAD.FANDM.EDU

P.O. Box 3003                        fax (717) 358-4548

Lancaster, PA  17604-3003  USA
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I, too, would be very interested in field biology safety related videos or other

materials

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-957-6080

Member NAOSMM
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I am trying to locate a picture of a henderson apparatus.  If anyone out

there in biosafetyland has a gif or jpeg they would not mind sharing please

send it to me directly.  No need to waste bandwidth.

Thanks in advance

Joe

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Dear Joe,

Why not try in Porton Down (UK) or in their literature (beit rather old)

Sincerely,

Wim Bogaerts

Dr W.J.C. Bogaerts

microbioloog

e-mail: wimbogae@wxs.nl

tel: 010 - 511 3096

----- Original Message -----

From: Joseph P. Kozlovac <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, October 08, 2001 11:35 PM

Subject: Henderson apparatus

> I am trying to locate a picture of a henderson apparatus.  If anyone out

> there in biosafetyland has a gif or jpeg they would not mind sharing

please

> send it to me directly.  No need to waste bandwidth.

>

> Thanks in advance

>

> Joe

>

____________________________________________________________________________

__

>

> Biological Safety Officer

> Safety and Environmental Protection Program

> SAIC-Frederick

> National Cancer Institute -

> Frederick

> (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

> email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

>

____________________________________________________________________________

__

>
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Other than Select Agents, do any of your institutions have an approval

process to use toxins, like neuro-toxins or other toxins? What guidelines

do you follow?

Does it fall under your chemical safety or biological safety program?

Would you be willing to share any information that you have?

Thanks.

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu
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Hi, Ninni -

Many institutions have such programs.  We initiated such a program at UCSF

several years ago because the Chemical Safety Committee was somewhat

inactive, we (the IBC members) felt there was significant risk, and we

could easily justify it on the basis of toxins being, by definition, of

biological origin.  Also, toxins are often produced in the course of or

used in conjuction with studies that would come before the IBC anyway.

Basically, the IBC looked at the toxicity and unique hazards of the toxins

being used, ensured that they were being handled, stored and disposed of in

a safe manner, that lab staff were appropriately trained by the PI,

including recognition of signs of intoxication by the specific toxins, and

that the lab had available appropriate engineering and administrative

controls and PPE.  Depending upon the specific toxins, one or more "Special

Conditions" were made part of the Use Authorization, such as documented

understanding of the MSDS by lab staff, ready availability of an

appropriate inactivating agent, and coordination of activities involving

animals with Animal Care Facility staff prior to start.

Since I've been away from UCSF for almost a year now, I'll defer to Brynte

Johnson, the UCSF BSO, to say whether the program is still in use or

changed.  I was pleased with how the program worked and I brought it with

me to Aviron.  I also shared it with my clients, some of whom have adopted

it.  I felt it gave me an awareness of where these bad boys were being used

and an opportunity to ensure that they were being handled safely.

See you in New Orleans ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

==============================

At 11:46 AM 10/9/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Other than Select Agents, do any of your institutions have an approval

>process to use toxins, like neuro-toxins or other toxins? What guidelines

>do you follow?

>Does it fall under your chemical safety or biological safety program?

>

>Would you be willing to share any information that you have?

>

>Thanks.

>

>

>

>

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

>
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Hi Ninni,

We register biotoxins in the same manner we register pathogens.  Typically

biological toxins fall under biosafety and our IBC here at NCI-Frederick.

The BMBL has information on biological toxins in Appendix I.  Another

publication that I find useful is an Army publication known as DA-PAM

385-69, Page 8  I have included the link

http://www.usapa.army.mil/pdffiles/p385_69.pdf

Joe

At 11:46 AM 10/9/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Other than Select Agents, do any of your institutions have an approval

>process to use toxins, like neuro-toxins or other toxins? What guidelines

>do you follow?

>Does it fall under your chemical safety or biological safety program?

>

>Would you be willing to share any information that you have?

>

>Thanks.

>

>

>

>

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Oct 2001 16:08:50 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Letter/packages and bioterrorism

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Dear members,

I would be interested in seeing established SOP's used by shipping and

receiving personnel and others detailing procedures to follow when a

suspect letter/package is received, including notification of

authorities when warranted.  I know many insitutions are rushing to

establish appropriate procedures as a result of recent events.  We would

be more than willing to share information on this issue as we gather

it.  Thanks for your help.

Sincerely,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Blgd. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314)577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Oct 2001 16:32:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Strong, Richard A" <rstrong@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Letter/packages and bioterrorism

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

The following information was developed a couple of years ago and inserted

as a page in our emergency procedures handbook.  The handbook is provided to

new employees during weekly new employee safety orientation and all

university departments when updated.

We had several Anthrax hoaxes in the county at the time and our City-County

Emergency Management Agency put out a safety bulletin that can be found on

our web site  www.ehs.iupui.edu (Anthrax) Our handbook probably needs

updating, but it's what we have today.  I hope this helps someone.

We also have a new position open for a Biological Safety Manager that will

be posted on our web site 9/11/01.  More to come on that later.

Rich Strong, Director

IUPUI Environmental Health and Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN  46202

317.274.1388

Fax 317.278.2158

rstrong@iupui.edu

Biological Threats

Biological Threats targeting individuals or departments can frequently be

controlled by screening of materials and by following the procedures listed

below. Responding Public Safety agencies have plans in place to deal with

these types of threats. Following the procedures below will activate those

plans and promote the highest level of safety while minimizing the

disruption associated with these incidents.

1.       Mail and package delivery to each department should be screened for

suspicious letters and/or packages. Common features of threat

letters/packages are:

.         No return address

.         Hand written or poorly typed address

.         Misspelling of common words

.         Restrictive markings such as "Confidential", "Personal", etc.

.         Excessive weight and/or feel of a powdery or foreign substance

2.       Suspicious letters and packages should not be opened and should not

be handled any more than is absolutely necessary. If there is nothing

leaking from the suspicious item leave it alone and call University Police

at 274.7911.

3.       If you open a letter/package that claims to have contaminated you;

but there is no substance seen or felt in the envelope or on the letter,

chances are that you have not been contaminated. Call University police at

274.7911 and tell them exactly what you have done and what information you

have in regard to the threatening letter. They will dispatch the appropriate

personnel to your location to follow-up on your possible exposure and to

document what has taken place.  Do not handle the suspicious item any more

and do NOT let anyone else handle the item.

4.       If you open a letter/package that claims to have contaminated you

and there is some sort of foreign substance in the envelope or package,

place the letter back into the envelope/package, close it back up, and place

it in a plastic bag and seal it. The person that opened the

envelope/package; and, anyone who came in contact with the envelope/package

or its contents after it was opened, should immediately wash their hands

with soap and water. If you are covered with a significant amount of the

substance, stay in the room and have someone bring you some clean clothing

to change into and place the contaminated clothing in a plastic trash bag.

Then wash your hands with soap and water. Call University Police at 274.7911

to report the letter and tell the dispatcher you have opened the

envelope/package, there is a substance inside, and what you have done up to

that point.

5.       Public Safety responders can evaluate the risk to those in the room

at the time of potential exposure as well as any impact on the remainder of

the building. Based upon that risk assessment, further emergency measures

may be implemented as necessary. If the risk is found to be minimal, other

areas of the facility will not be disrupted and any necessary actions to

return the area involved to normal activity will begin as soon as possible.

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, October 10, 2001 4:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Letter/packages and bioterrorism

Dear members,

I would be interested in seeing established SOP's used by shipping and

receiving personnel and others detailing procedures to follow when a

suspect letter/package is received, including notification of

authorities when warranted.  I know many insitutions are rushing to

establish appropriate procedures as a result of recent events.  We would

be more than willing to share information on this issue as we gather

it.  Thanks for your help.

Sincerely,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Blgd. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314)577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 16:13:58 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jong Teck Keong <jongtk@IMCB.NUS.EDU.SG>

Subject:      Where can i find informations about cell lines?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_00F5_01C1526F.BB5AC4A0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_00F5_01C1526F.BB5AC4A0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi all,

Where can i find informations about cell lines? For example, I knowCOS-7 is monkey fibroblast of biosafety level 1... but i have theslightest idea what are HepG2, and HuH-7. There are many more which i donot know what they are or where they're from.

Thanks in advance

Regards,

Jong Teck Keong

Safety Officer

Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

30 Medical Drive, Singapore 117609

Tel: 874 8067

Fax: 7791117

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 12:24:32 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Binz <Thomas.Binz@BAG.ADMIN.CH>

Subject:      AW: Where can i find informations about cell lines?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi Jong

ATCC is a good resource. HepG2 is BL1 according to their list.

Regards

Thomas

Thomas Binz, PhD

Biosafety

Biotechnology and Pharmaceutical Policy

Federal Office of Public Health

3003 Berne

Tel: 031 323 22 79

Fax: 031 322 47 49

Email: thomas.binz@bag.admin.ch

http://www.admin.ch/bag/biosafety/d/index.htm

> -----Urspr=FCngliche Nachricht-----

> Von:  Jong Teck Keong [SMTP:jongtk@mcbsgs1.IMCB.NUS.EDU.SG]

> Gesendet am:  Donnerstag, 11. Oktober 2001 09:14

> An:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Betreff:      Where can i find informations about cell lines?

>

> Hi all,

> 

> Where can i find informations about cell lines? For example, I knowCOS-7

> is monkey fibroblast of biosafety level 1... but i have the slightestidea

> what are HepG2, and HuH-7. There are many more which i do not knowwhat

> they are or where they're from.

> 

> Thanks in advance

> 

> Regards,

> 

> Jong Teck Keong

> Safety Officer

> Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

> 30 Medical Drive, Singapore 117609

> Tel: 874 8067

> Fax: 7791117

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 09:14:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michelle DeStefano <destefam@CNYRC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Where can i find informations about cell lines?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi Jong,

A good place to start for some very general information on many (not all!)

cell lines is the American Type Culture Collection (www.atcc.org).  They

have listed a brief summary and some references for the many cell lines they

have commercially available.

Hope that this helps!

Michelle

At 04:13 PM 10/11/01 +0800, you wrote:

>Hi all,

>

>Where can i find informations about cell lines? For example, I know COS-7

is monkey fibroblast of biosafety level 1... but i have the slightest idea

what are HepG2, and HuH-7. There are many more which i do not know what they

are or where they're from.

>

>Thanks in advance

>

>Regards,

>

>Jong Teck Keong

>Safety Officer

>Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

>30 Medical Drive, Singapore 117609

>Tel: 874 8067

>Fax: 7791117

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 08:47:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Where can i find informations about cell lines?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary=------------5FA58F351C313027BF103FE8

--------------5FA58F351C313027BF103FE8

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Jong,

As others have said, the ATCC is a great source.  I also have a web site

saved as a favorite that you might be interested in.  See link below:

http://www.biotech.ist.unige.it/cldb/cname-1c.html

Hope this helps,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

Jong Teck Keong wrote:

> Hi all, Where can i find informations about cell lines? For example, I

> know COS-7 is monkey fibroblast of biosafety level 1... but i have the

> slightest idea what are HepG2, and HuH-7. There are many more which i

> do not know what they are or where they're from. Thanks in

> advance Regards, Jong Teck Keong

> Safety Officer

> Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

> 30 Medical Drive, Singapore 117609

> Tel: 874 8067

> Fax: 7791117

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 09:53:57 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Francis Cole <Fcole@OCHSNER.ORG>

Subject:      Re: ABSA Survey, please respond

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Ditto.

Francis

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 09:54:44 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         J Coggin <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Where can i find informations about cell lines?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------ED6610A42FD4D3C0176852FB"

--------------ED6610A42FD4D3C0176852FB

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Jong:

I would play it safer and treat all non-human primate as well as human

cell lines as BSL-2 requiring.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

University of South Alabama, College of Medicine

Dept. Micro. and Immunol.

LMB

Mobile, AL 36688

Jong Teck Keong wrote:

> Hi all, Where can i find informations about cell lines? For example, I

> know COS-7 is monkey fibroblast of biosafety level 1... but i have the

> slightest idea what are HepG2, and HuH-7. There are many more which i

> do not know what they are or where they're from. Thanks in

> advance Regards, Jong Teck Keong

> Safety Officer

> Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

> 30 Medical Drive, Singapore 117609

> Tel: 874 8067

> Fax: 7791117

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 11:20:38 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      Testing cell lines for HIV and/or Hep B

In-Reply-To:  <3BC5CED3.358AF0A7@jaguar1.usouthal.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

One of our researchers wanted to know if there is a service that will test

for HIV or Hep B in human cell lines. He obtains them from ATCC, and they

don't guarantee that the cell lines are free of these pathogens.

Thanks.

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 11:48:54 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Testing cell lines for HIV and/or Hep B

In-Reply-To:  <4.2.0.58.20011011111728.0149a9b0@postoffice.brown.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_99251355==_.ALT"

--=====================_99251355==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Yes there are places that will do that but why bother?  OSHA requires that

inorder to exempt human cell lines from the BBP standard they must be free

of ALL human blood borne pathogens.  That list is considerably longer then

HIV and HBV.

At 11:20 AM 10/11/01 -0400, you wrote:

>One of our researchers wanted to know if there is a service that will test

>for HIV or Hep B in human cell lines. He obtains them from ATCC, and they

>don't guarantee that the cell lines are free of these pathogens.

>

>Thanks.

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 09:08:37 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Testing cell lines for HIV and/or Hep B

In-Reply-To:  <4.2.0.58.20011011111728.0149a9b0@postoffice.brown.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Ninni -

Testing your cell lines for HIV and HBV will tell you their status

regarding those two agents and nothing else.  If this very specific

information and nothing else is all you need, most likely for research

purposes, fine.  But if the purpose is to determine whether to handle them

at BSL2 or not, this testing will not even resolve whether they meet

Bloodborne Pathogens requirements since those now include HCV as well as

other BBPs.  In addition, there's a Letter of Interpretation from OSHA

floating around that pretty clearly indicates that all cell cultures of

human origin should be treated as though they contain RG2 agents.  The only

way around this is to test the cultures for a long, long laundry list of

real and potential BBPs - it's much more cost effective and, frankly, much

more supportive of your biosafety program, to have your researchers simply

adopt the BBP Standard and the few things that go with it, such as

training, mindset vis-a-vis universal precautions, adherence to the ECP, etc.

Just my two cents worth ...

-- Glenn

=====================================

At 11:20 AM 10/11/01 -0400, you wrote:

>One of our researchers wanted to know if there is a service that will test

>for HIV or Hep B in human cell lines. He obtains them from ATCC, and they

>don't guarantee that the cell lines are free of these pathogens.

>

>Thanks.

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 14:23:34 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

Subject:      safety of incoming packages

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I had a researcher call me this morning who was concerned about a package

(containing antibodies) he is receiving today from Jerusalem (Israel).

While the notion may seem a little paranoid I can't help but understand his

concern.  I told him if he has reason to doubt the integrity of the shipment

he has 3 choices:  1.  Not accept the package  2.  Give it to me and I can

put it in our medical waste incinerator  3.  Open the package in his

biosafety cabinet, inspect the contents for anything that appears

suspicious, remove (the vial) and surface decontaminate it. Place the rest

of the packaging in a bag and seal it up and put it in the biohazard waste.

Any thoughts?  Should I be writing a formal policy to address this potential

hazard and distributing it University wide?- (me hears the sound of a can of

worms opening)  Let me know what you all are doing...

Thanks!

Rick Scott

Biological Safety Officer

East Carolina University

Greenville, NC

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 11:32:59 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Chris Carlson <ccarlson@UCLINK4.BERKELEY.EDU>

Subject:      Re: safety of incoming packages

In-Reply-To:  <C7B83467DB5AD511A76300B0D0D0634F26FDE6@ecumed.ecu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Rick -

I think it would depend on whether he was expecting the package.  If

he knows the sender and is waiting for something specific, then there

would be no reason to be concerned.  Of course, it should be handled

as in Option 3 - open in BSC and inspect for damage.

Any unsolicited packages---follow your emergency protocol and contact

the authorities NOW.

Just my opinion.

Chris

Rick Scott wrote:

I had a researcher call me this morning who was concerned about a package

(containing antibodies) he is receiving today

--

******************************************************************************

      Chris Carlson

      Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA)

      Office of Environment, Health & Safety

                317 University Hall - #1150

      University of California

      Berkeley, CA 94720-1150

      phone: (510) 643-6562

      e-mail:  ccarlson@uclink4.berkeley.edu

      fax: (510) 643-7595

******************************************************************************

                           Visit our Web Site at http://www.ehs.berkeley.edu

******************************************************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 13:48:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Terry Lawrin <tlawrin@UIC.EDU>

Subject:      Prions

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hello Everyone,

I am in a debate on dealing with PRP prions vs. non PRP prions.  For non

PRP prions, what BSL, and how do you deal with waste (NaOH treatment etc.)?

Thanks, and hope to see a lot of you in New Orleans,

Terry Lawrin

Terrance J. Lawrin, MT. (ASCP) SLS, CBSP (ABSA)

Biosafety Officer / Sanitarian

University of Illinois at Chicago

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Telephone: 312-413-3701

email: tlawrin@uic.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Oct 2001 16:00:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Quattrocchi <aquattrocchi@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Toxin/Biohazard Purchasing

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hello all,

        I was curious to find out how individual institutions (especially

universities) control the purchase and trading of toxins and

biohazardous microorganisms between PIs and commercial

vendors.  Currently, we are based on a "good citizen" type of

program where investigators register with the biosafety committee

when they begin work with a new organism or toxin.  We are

hoping to move to a more controlled reporting mechanism so that

the biosafety committee is sure to have a record of all toxins and

biohazardous microorganisms on campus.  Any input would be

greatly appreciated.  Best regards,

Amy Quattrocchi

Health and Safety Specialist

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

24 Street 1603

Building 4127 Livingston Campus

Piscataway, NJ 08854

Phone: 732/445-2550

Fax: 732/445-3109

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Oct 2001 17:43:25 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Lilin <lilin@VET-ALFORT.FR>

Subject:      Re: Prions

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20011011133701.00a14b10@pop3.norton.antivirus>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

As seen from here, non-Prp protein are natural proteins of nervous tissue.

The point is they may be "transconformed" in silico by prion and

become PrPsc or PrPcjd whatever (see saborio in Nature, june 01). But

this makes them infectious only after contact with infectious prion.

Other point might be the status of the tissue they are originating

from (human, animal, cell culture).

If all of these reveal no risk, i think they should be handled like

any protein, with no BS level.

Thomas

>Hello Everyone,

>

>I am in a debate on dealing with PRP prions vs. non PRP prions.  For non

>PRP prions, what BSL, and how do you deal with waste (NaOH treatment etc.)?

>

>Thanks, and hope to see a lot of you in New Orleans,

>

>Terry Lawrin

>

>

>

>Terrance J. Lawrin, MT. (ASCP) SLS, CBSP (ABSA)

>Biosafety Officer / Sanitarian

>University of Illinois at Chicago

>Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Telephone: 312-413-3701

>email: tlawrin@uic.edu

--

Thomas Lilin

DVM, MSc

__________________________

Ecole Nationale Veterinaire d'Alfort

7, avenue du General de Gaulle

F-94704 Maisons-Alfort cedex

Tel: 33+ 01 43 96 70 14

Fax: 33+ 01 43 78 99 22

__________________________

mailto:lilin@vet-alfort.fr
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Date:         Fri, 12 Oct 2001 12:00:24 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Prions

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20011011133701.00a14b10@pop3.norton.antivirus>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

A none prp prion?  My understanding is that a prion is a conjugated prp

protien.

Unless this occurs in say yeasts.

Bob

>Hello Everyone,

>

>I am in a debate on dealing with PRP prions vs. non PRP prions.  For non

>PRP prions, what BSL, and how do you deal with waste (NaOH treatment etc.)?

>

>Thanks, and hope to see a lot of you in New Orleans,

>

>Terry Lawrin

>

>

>

>Terrance J. Lawrin, MT. (ASCP) SLS, CBSP (ABSA)

>Biosafety Officer / Sanitarian

>University of Illinois at Chicago

>Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Telephone: 312-413-3701

>email: tlawrin@uic.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Fri, 12 Oct 2001 12:12:01 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Toxin/Biohazard Purchasing

In-Reply-To:  <20011011195238.21919.qmail@gehenna5.rutgers.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

There is actually a CDC regulation that specifies that entities working

with biohazards and toxins on a CDC list must register with the CDC.  One

may not buy, sell give or recieve unless both the recipient and the sender

are registered.

Bob

>Hello all,

>        I was curious to find out how individual institutions (especially

>universities) control the purchase and trading of toxins and

>biohazardous microorganisms between PIs and commercial

>vendors.  Currently, we are based on a "good citizen" type of

>program where investigators register with the biosafety committee

>when they begin work with a new organism or toxin.  We are

>hoping to move to a more controlled reporting mechanism so that

>the biosafety committee is sure to have a record of all toxins and

>biohazardous microorganisms on campus.  Any input would be

>greatly appreciated.  Best regards,

>

>

>Amy Quattrocchi

>Health and Safety Specialist

>Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

>24 Street 1603

>Building 4127 Livingston Campus

>Piscataway, NJ 08854

>Phone: 732/445-2550

>Fax: 732/445-3109

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Oct 2001 10:16:17 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Shawler <dshawler@NOVARX.ORG>

Subject:      Sharps injuries

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0001_01C15306.F1788080"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0001_01C15306.F1788080

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I am trying to clarify the section of the Exposure Control Plan for

Bloodborne Pathogens, et al. that deals with sharps injuries.  I'm

refering to the California regulations, but I suspect they are the same

as the Federal ones.

Queston:  Are sharps injuries in the lab regulated by these standards if

they occur with a sterile, unused sharp.  In other words, if a worker

gets stuck by the needle/razor blade/scalpel as the sharp is being

opened, is there a requirement to list this in the Sharps Injury Log and

to provide the worker with post-exposure medical evaluation?

Thanks for your help.

Dan Shawler

NovaRx

Director of Quality Control and Assurance

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Oct 2001 13:48:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps injuries

In-Reply-To:  <000001c15341$9dd75880$3a4e7e42@pacbell.net>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_192807592==_.ALT"

--=====================_192807592==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dan,

In the Federal reg., only sharps contaminated with human material get

specially noted in the new log.  Sterile stuff would go into the standard

OSHA injury log.  I do not know what CA requires.

Richie

At 10:16 AM 10/12/01 -0700, you wrote:

>I am trying to clarify the section of the Exposure Control Plan for

>Bloodborne Pathogens, et al. that deals with sharps injuries.  I'm

>refering to the California regulations, but I suspect they are the same as

>the Federal ones.

>

>Queston:  Are sharps injuries in the lab regulated by these standards if

>they occur with a sterile, unused sharp.  In other words, if a worker gets

>stuck by the needle/razor blade/scalpel as the sharp is being opened, is

>there a requirement to list this in the Sharps Injury Log and to provide

>the worker with post-exposure medical evaluation?

>

>Thanks for your help.

>

>Dan Shawler

>NovaRx

>Director of Quality Control and Assurance

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Oct 2001 12:54:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      in line fans

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I'm looking for some help with respect to a problem recently encountered at

our facility. We recently installed four Class 2 Type B2 BSC's and it

appears that the engineer undersized the exhaust fans. To remedy this

problem he had an in line fan installed. All of these events happened

without my knowledge. The big concern that I have is 100% exhaust hoods

where possible hazardous chems can be used suddenly now has positive

pressure duct in the interstitial space. The engineer claims that he has

sized the fan to still maintain negative pressure and that there is no

positive pressure in the duct at all. Without getting some of our facility

folks involved with pressure measurements in duct, do any of you all know of

a reference that clearly says you can't have in line fans in a duct on which

BSC's are located? My contention is that they should have sized the fans

appropriately to begin with and therefore they should be replaced. Thanks

for the help and look forward to seeing ya'll (my southern slang) in N.O.

Kyle Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Oct 2001 14:35:51 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Toxin/Biohazard Purchasing

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Bob,  the CDC requirement you refer to only deals with "Select agent"

toxins.  There are a whole lot of toxins out there that are being used that

are not on the Select agent list.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Friday, October 12, 2001 12:12 PM

Subject: Re: Toxin/Biohazard Purchasing

> There is actually a CDC regulation that specifies that entities working

> with biohazards and toxins on a CDC list must register with the CDC.  One

> may not buy, sell give or recieve unless both the recipient and the sender

> are registered.

>

> Bob

> >Hello all,

> >        I was curious to find out how individual institutions (especially

> >universities) control the purchase and trading of toxins and

> >biohazardous microorganisms between PIs and commercial

> >vendors.  Currently, we are based on a "good citizen" type of

> >program where investigators register with the biosafety committee

> >when they begin work with a new organism or toxin.  We are

> >hoping to move to a more controlled reporting mechanism so that

> >the biosafety committee is sure to have a record of all toxins and

> >biohazardous microorganisms on campus.  Any input would be

> >greatly appreciated.  Best regards,

> >

> >

> >Amy Quattrocchi

> >Health and Safety Specialist

> >Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

> >24 Street 1603

> >Building 4127 Livingston Campus

> >Piscataway, NJ 08854

> >Phone: 732/445-2550

> >Fax: 732/445-3109

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

Safety

>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Oct 2001 14:50:49 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps injuries

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

In Massachusetts, we also have a separate sharps injury log requirement . We

would not record such an injury on there, since it did not result in a

bloodborne pathogen exposure. However, the reported incident would be logged in

our occupational health incident system as a (laceration? Puncture? Whatever..)

and would receive safety office follow-up.   Usually, this involves asking the

supervisor whether the   procedure needs to be changed or whether a change in

product should be considered...  These responses are evaluated by the Safety

Director and incident follow-up is reported on at the safety committee.

Karen Byers, RBP, CBSP ABSA

Biosafety Officer/Containment Suite Manager

Dana-Farber Cancer Institute SW350

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Daniel Shawler [SMTP:dshawler@NOVARX.ORG]

        Sent:   Friday, October 12, 2001 1:16 PM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        Sharps injuries

        I am trying to clarify the section of the Exposure Control Plan for

Bloodborne Pathogens, et al. that deals with sharps injuries.  I'm refering to

the California regulations, but I suspect they are the same as the Federal ones.

        Queston:  Are sharps injuries in the lab regulated by these standards if

they occur with a sterile, unused sharp.  In other words, if a worker gets stuck

by the needle/razor blade/scalpel as the sharp is being opened, is there a

requirement to list this in the Sharps Injury Log and to provide the worker with

post-exposure medical evaluation?

        Thanks for your help.

        Dan Shawler

        NovaRx

        Director of Quality Control and Assurance

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 14 Oct 2001 06:35:09 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jim Kaufman <Labsafe@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Illinois Lab Accident

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_e5.d91f343.28fac45d_boundary"

--part1_e5.d91f343.28fac45d_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

<A HREF=3D"http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/local/chicago/chi-0110120262oc=

t12.story">http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/local/chicago/chi-0110120262oc=

t12.story</A>

From the Chicago Tribune

7 students burned in chemistry class

Demonstration goes awry at Genoa-Kingston

By Richard Wronski and John Keilman

Tribune staff reporters

October 12, 2001

A flash fire burned seven students in a chemistry class when an experiment

went awry Thursday in Genoa-Kingston High School, leaving one of the student=

s

in critical condition.

Three 16-year-olds from the school in DeKalb County were being treated late

Thursday in the burn unit at OSF St. Anthony Medical Center in Rockford.

A boy was in critical condition with second-degree burns to his upper body

and possible third-degree burns to a forearm, according to hospital

officials. His clothing caught fire when an experiment malfunctioned, school=

officials said.

One girl was admitted in serious condition and another girl was in fair

condition, said Gerri Gustafson, director of community relations.

The other four students were treated at Kishwaukee Community Hospital in

DeKalb and released, according to a spokeswoman. The accident occurred when=

a

science instructor was conducting a demonstration before 20 to 25 sophomores=

,

juniors and seniors in a chemistry class, according to school Supt. Richard

Leahy.

"It's a very routine experiment," Leahy said. "It's been done in the buildin=

g

many times."

The instructor, Doug Schiller, was using a solution of methyl alcohol, salt

and water in an experiment to identify salts, such as sodium chloride and

potassium chloride, by the color of the flame they create. A ceramic loop wa=

s

dipped in the solution then passed over a flame.

Schiller was conducting the experiment in the front of the classroom, and th=

e

students were seated in their desks several feet away. Some of the methyl

alcohol ignited, causing the flash of fire, officials said.

Schiller and Assistant Principal John Francis, who happened to be in the

class at the time, used their bare hands to help put out the burning

clothing, officials said. Neither of the adults was believed to have sought

medical treatment.

Officials described the accident as a flash fire, not an explosion.

Sycamore Fire Chief Bill Riddle said there was no significant damage to the

classroom.

Leahy, who expressed regret over the accident, said the experiment is a

staple of science classes and Schiller was a veteran teacher.

"We are terribly concerned about safety and welfare of all students," he

said. "Nothing is more important."

Andy Small, laboratory manager of the chemistry department at Northern

Illinois University in DeKalb, said the experiment is conducted in almost

every high school and college chemistry class in the country.

"There's a certain way to do it and we stress safety and never had a problem=

with this experiment," said Small, who could not explain the accident.

Some of the Genoa-Kingston chemistry students, as well as about 30 students

in an adjacent biology class, went through a decontamination process after

the accident. The students showered and their clothing was placed in plastic=

bags.

Classes were canceled at the 450-student school Friday so authorities can

continue the investigation. Thursday evening activities were canceled, as wa=

s

the Friday football game.

The accident occurred about 10:30 a.m., according to officials. Police and

fire departments from Genoa, Sycamore and several other nearby towns

responded.

All the students were initially taken to Kishwaukee Hospital and a helicopte=

r

later transported three students to St. Anthony.

Copyright =A9 2001, <A HREF=3D"http://www.chicagotribune.com/">Chicago Tribu=

ne</A>

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A National Center for Science Safety

192 Worcester Road, Natick, MA 01760-2252

508-647-1900  Fax: 508-647-0062

Cell: 508-574-6264   Res: 781-237-1335

labsafe@aol.com   www.labsafety.org
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Date:         Mon, 15 Oct 2001 11:26:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Toxin/Biohazard Purchasing

In-Reply-To:  <008f01c1534c$b8e32b80$6501a8c0@Workgroup>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

You are correct, my bad.  I was refering to that used and used the wrong

terms.

Bob

>Bob,  the CDC requirement you refer to only deals with "Select agent"

>toxins.  There are a whole lot of toxins out there that are being used that

>are not on the Select agent list.

>----- Original Message -----

>From: "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

>To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Sent: Friday, October 12, 2001 12:12 PM

>Subject: Re: Toxin/Biohazard Purchasing

>

>

>> There is actually a CDC regulation that specifies that entities working

>> with biohazards and toxins on a CDC list must register with the CDC.  One

>> may not buy, sell give or recieve unless both the recipient and the sender

>> are registered.

>>

>> Bob

>> >Hello all,

>> >        I was curious to find out how individual institutions (especially

>> >universities) control the purchase and trading of toxins and

>> >biohazardous microorganisms between PIs and commercial

>> >vendors.  Currently, we are based on a "good citizen" type of

>> >program where investigators register with the biosafety committee

>> >when they begin work with a new organism or toxin.  We are

>> >hoping to move to a more controlled reporting mechanism so that

>> >the biosafety committee is sure to have a record of all toxins and

>> >biohazardous microorganisms on campus.  Any input would be

>> >greatly appreciated.  Best regards,

>> >

>> >

>> >Amy Quattrocchi

>> >Health and Safety Specialist

>> >Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

>> >24 Street 1603

>> >Building 4127 Livingston Campus

>> >Piscataway, NJ 08854

>> >Phone: 732/445-2550

>> >Fax: 732/445-3109

>>

>>

>>

>> _____________________________________________________________________

>> __      /

>_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

>Safety

>>    \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

>>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Mon, 15 Oct 2001 23:43:12 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <lindseykayman@USA.NET>

Subject:      CDC Advisory : Responding to Possible Anthrax Incidents

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello All,

In NJ there were a number of "white powder" scares today.  FYI the CDC ha=

s put

out an advisory "HOW TO HANDLE ANTHRAX AND OTHER BIOLOGICAL AGENT THREATS=

" at

http://www.bt.cdc.gov/DocumentsApp/Anthrax/10122001Handle/10122001Handle.=

asp

Lindsey Kayman

____________________________________________________________________

Get free e-mail and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=3D1=
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Date:         Tue, 16 Oct 2001 08:40:47 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: safety of incoming packages

In-Reply-To:  <C7B83467DB5AD511A76300B0D0D0634F26FDE6@ecumed.ecu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_88183491==_.ALT"

--=====================_88183491==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Rick,

If there is suspicion that the package contains a bomb or bioterriorist

agent then it potentially is a criminal offense which means that the police

must be informed.  Option 2 would destroy evidence and is in itself a

criminal offense and option 3 would tamper with evidence.  If this is a

package that the researcher is expecting then what is the concern.  If this

is an unexpected package then concern may be warranted.

>he has 3 choices:  1.  Not accept the package  2.  Give it to me and I can

>put it in our medical waste incinerator  3.  Open the package in his

>biosafety cabinet, inspect the contents for anything that appears

>suspicious, remove (the vial) and surface decontaminate it. Place the rest

>of the packaging in a bag and seal it up and put it in the biohazard waste.

We will be retraining our mail room personnel.  Basically a reminder of

what makes a package suspicious (from the days of the unabomber).  The CDC

has good info re: what to look for.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Date:         Tue, 16 Oct 2001 08:37:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Francis Cole <Fcole@OCHSNER.ORG>

Subject:      NEW ORLEANS

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Guys and Gals and kids. 

Lots to do here. 

Sources.  If coming in Friday there is an entertainment insert in theFriday Times Picayune...Lagniappe.

On Monday...Gambit Weekly...free at most retail places.

Mag. WHERE...in most Hotel lobbies.

Kids.  The Audubon Zoo, the Acquarium, City Park...Museum, Train Rides,etc.

Adults.  All music venues, D-Day Museum, City Park Museum of Art,Contemporary Art Museum, The Historic NO Collection, The French Quarter...S=

aints Game at Superdome Sunday.

Outside the City-Plantation Homes.

Have fun:).

Frank

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Oct 2001 15:40:50 +0200

Reply-To:     mikek@mail.saimr.wits.ac.za

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Kirby <mikek@MAIL.SAIMR.WITS.AC.ZA>

Subject:      Responding to Possible Anthrax Incidents- comment and query

In-Reply-To:  <20011016034312.3316.qmail@cpdvg201.cms.usa.net>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Greetings all.

Thanks to Lindsey Kayman for the Web site info on "Responding to Possible

Anthrax Incidents"

One query I have regards the advice given following a possible exposure,

which is: "Shower with soap and water as soon as possible. Do Not Use Bleach

Or Other Disinfectants On Your Skin".

Why? Is it because the bleach can act as an abrasive and facilitate the

entry of the Anthrax organisms through the skin?

Mike.Kirby

Johannesburg

South Africa.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Oct 2001 10:24:19 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: safety of incoming packages

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

In the example I described the researcher was not necessarily suspect of the

package but just wanted some simple precautions/procedures to use.

Rick

> ----------

> From:         Richard Fink

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Tuesday, October 16, 2001 8:40 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: safety of incoming packages

>

> Rick,

>

> If there is suspicion that the package contains a bomb or bioterriorist

> agent then it potentially is a criminal offense which means that the

> police must be informed.  Option 2 would destroy evidence and is in itself

> a criminal offense and option 3 would tamper with evidence.  If this is a

> package that the researcher is expecting then what is the concern.  If

> this is an unexpected package then concern may be warranted.

>

>

>

>       he has 3 choices:  1.  Not accept the package  2.  Give it to me and

> I can

>       put it in our medical waste incinerator  3.  Open the package in his

>       biosafety cabinet, inspect the contents for anything that appears

>       suspicious, remove (the vial) and surface decontaminate it. Place

> the rest

>       of the packaging in a bag and seal it up and put it in the biohazard

> waste.

>

>

> We will be retraining our mail room personnel.  Basically a reminder of

> what makes a package suspicious (from the days of the unabomber).  The CDC

> has good info re: what to look for.

>

> Richie

>

> Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Senior Biosafety Officer

> Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

> 617-258-5647

> rfink@mit.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Oct 2001 23:47:32 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Chang, Jim C" <jcc11472@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM>

Subject:      Re: safety of incoming packages

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Richard

We're giving option 3 some thought - you seem to have some concern with that

approach.  How is MIT handling the multitude of suspicious packages (i.e.,

packages that meet one or more of the US Postal Service screening criteria)

that you must get on any given day?

Jim C.

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Richard Fink [SMTP:rfink@MIT.EDU]

        Sent:   Tuesday, October 16, 2001 8:41 AM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        Re: safety of incoming packages

        Rick,

        If there is suspicion that the package contains a bomb or

bioterriorist agent then it potentially is a criminal offense which means

that the police must be informed.  Option 2 would destroy evidence and is in

itself a criminal offense and option 3 would tamper with evidence.  If this

is a package that the researcher is expecting then what is the concern.  If

this is an unexpected package then concern may be warranted.

                he has 3 choices:  1.  Not accept the package  2.  Give it

to me and I can

                put it in our medical waste incinerator  3.  Open the

package in his

                biosafety cabinet, inspect the contents for anything that

appears

                suspicious, remove (the vial) and surface decontaminate it.

Place the rest

                of the packaging in a bag and seal it up and put it in the

biohazard waste.

        We will be retraining our mail room personnel.  Basically a reminder

of what makes a package suspicious (from the days of the unabomber).  The

CDC has good info re: what to look for.

        Richie

        Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

        Senior Biosafety Officer

        Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

        617-258-5647

        rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 09:00:09 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: safety of incoming packages

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Our University Police (they have NY State Police status) contacted us this

morning to ask for assistance/guidance on opening up all of the mail ("a

barrel full") that they've collected over the past week. I'm going to

recommend the BSC/surface decon approach. Obviously they aren't concerned

abt criminal investigation.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    "Chang, Jim C"

                    <jcc11472@GLAXOWEL       To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    LCOME.COM>               cc:

                    Sent by: A               Subject:     Re: safety of incoming packages

                    Biosafety

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.M

                    IT.EDU>

                    10/17/2001 11:47

                    PM

                    Please respond to

                    A Biosafety

                    Discussion List

Richard

We're giving option 3 some thought - you seem to have some concern with

that

approach.  How is MIT handling the multitude of suspicious packages (i.e.,

packages that meet one or more of the US Postal Service screening criteria)

that you must get on any given day?

Jim C.

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Richard Fink [SMTP:rfink@MIT.EDU]

        Sent:   Tuesday, October 16, 2001 8:41 AM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        Re: safety of incoming packages

        Rick,

        If there is suspicion that the package contains a bomb or

bioterriorist agent then it potentially is a criminal offense which means

that the police must be informed.  Option 2 would destroy evidence and is

in

itself a criminal offense and option 3 would tamper with evidence.  If this

is a package that the researcher is expecting then what is the concern.  If

this is an unexpected package then concern may be warranted.

                he has 3 choices:  1.  Not accept the package  2.  Give it

to me and I can

                put it in our medical waste incinerator  3.  Open the

package in his

                biosafety cabinet, inspect the contents for anything that

appears

                suspicious, remove (the vial) and surface decontaminate it.

Place the rest

                of the packaging in a bag and seal it up and put it in the

biohazard waste.

        We will be retraining our mail room personnel.  Basically a

reminder

of what makes a package suspicious (from the days of the unabomber).  The

CDC has good info re: what to look for.

        Richie

        Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

        Senior Biosafety Officer

        Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

        617-258-5647

        rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 08:09:01 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "KLEIN, Jan" <JKLEIN@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: safety of incoming packages

Kim and other Biosafety Folks,

A concern I have about this approach is that it makes an assumption that the

hazard is biological. The focus these days is on anthrax, but there are

other potential threats. Will the possible presence of hazardous chemicals

and radioactivity be considered, and how handled?

Jan Klein

Office of Biological Safety

UW-Madison

-----Original Message-----

From: Kim Auletta [mailto:kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 8:00 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: safety of incoming packages

Our University Police (they have NY State Police status) contacted us this

morning to ask for assistance/guidance on opening up all of the mail ("a

barrel full") that they've collected over the past week. I'm going to

recommend the BSC/surface decon approach. Obviously they aren't concerned

abt criminal investigation.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                    "Chang, Jim C"

                    <jcc11472@GLAXOWEL       To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    LCOME.COM>               cc:

                    Sent by: A               Subject:     Re: safety of

incoming packages

                    Biosafety

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.M

                    IT.EDU>

                    10/17/2001 11:47

                    PM

                    Please respond to

                    A Biosafety

                    Discussion List

Richard

We're giving option 3 some thought - you seem to have some concern with

that

approach.  How is MIT handling the multitude of suspicious packages (i.e.,

packages that meet one or more of the US Postal Service screening criteria)

that you must get on any given day?

Jim C.

        -----Original Message-----

        From:   Richard Fink [SMTP:rfink@MIT.EDU]

        Sent:   Tuesday, October 16, 2001 8:41 AM

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:        Re: safety of incoming packages

        Rick,

        If there is suspicion that the package contains a bomb or

bioterriorist agent then it potentially is a criminal offense which means

that the police must be informed.  Option 2 would destroy evidence and is

in

itself a criminal offense and option 3 would tamper with evidence.  If this

is a package that the researcher is expecting then what is the concern.  If

this is an unexpected package then concern may be warranted.

                he has 3 choices:  1.  Not accept the package  2.  Give it

to me and I can

                put it in our medical waste incinerator  3.  Open the

package in his

                biosafety cabinet, inspect the contents for anything that

appears

                suspicious, remove (the vial) and surface decontaminate it.

Place the rest

                of the packaging in a bag and seal it up and put it in the

biohazard waste.

        We will be retraining our mail room personnel.  Basically a

reminder

of what makes a package suspicious (from the days of the unabomber).  The

CDC has good info re: what to look for.

        Richie

        Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

        Senior Biosafety Officer

        Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

        617-258-5647

        rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 10:43:17 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

In-Reply-To:  <85DD09F31993D41190D700508BDC7BE77E3793@pellig.fpm.wisc.edu >

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

I don't  know about you, but we have been receiving several panic calls

this week regarding suspicious letters and white powders , etc.

Fortunately, most of the "white powders" turned out to be sugar.

We were wondering whether irradiation will kill anthrax spores?

Does anybody have any information about that? If so, what dose is required?

Thanks for any info.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 10:55:04 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Thompson, Larry" <ljthompson@TIFTON.CPES.PEACHNET.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="windows-1252"

Ms. Jacob, et al

I received some information from my former place of employment on rad stuff

and anthrax.  It is below.

TTFN,

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

Clinical Toxicologist

University of Georgia

Veterinary Diagnostic and Investigational Lab

43 Brighton Road

Tifton, GA  31794-1961

Ph 229-386-3340  Fax 229-386-7128

Uri Yarkoni, DVM (Cornell 1977), currently a microbiology advisor to

industry -- advising that US authorities may want to know that Gamma

irradiation of all dry paper mail will help stop the anthrax threats being

sent in mail via the postal system.

Yarkoni indicates to us that the delivery of 2.5 Mega rads will destroy

Bacillus subtilis and will do the same to anthrax microbes (same genus). He

suggests that this process be tested so that postal authorities can have the

option at their disposal to irradiate the mail and stamp it as "sterilized"

to indicate to recipients that it is safe to handle/open. (He indicates that

this level of irradiation may damage film, but that this might be a small

price to pay...)Yarkoni was interviewed by Israeli media on this topic and

that coverage appears in today's Jersalem Post ("Radiation May Stop

Bioterror Mail" by Judy Siegel) at

http://www.jpost.com/Editions/2001/10/17/Health/Health.36397.html

-----Original Message-----

From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 10:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

I don't  know about you, but we have been receiving several panic calls

this week regarding suspicious letters and white powders , etc.

Fortunately, most of the "white powders" turned out to be sugar.

We were wondering whether irradiation will kill anthrax spores?

Does anybody have any information about that? If so, what dose is required?

Thanks for any info.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 11:00:01 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Burgener, Jyl A" <jab19768@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

A Russian friend of mine suggested ironing the letters.  I know steam

sterilization will inactivate the spores, but am not sure ironing will work.

Any comments?

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Ninni Jacob [SMTP:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 10:43 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

>

> I don't  know about you, but we have been receiving several panic calls

> this week regarding suspicious letters and white powders , etc.

> Fortunately, most of the "white powders" turned out to be sugar.

>

> We were wondering whether irradiation will kill anthrax spores?

> Does anybody have any information about that? If so, what dose is

> required?

>

>

> Thanks for any info.

>

>

> Ninni

>

>

>

>

> Ninni Jacob, CHP

> Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety Office

> Brown University - Box 1914

> 164 Angell Street

> Providence, RI 02912

>

> Tel:401 863 1738

> Fax:401 863 7676

>

> email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 11:18:26 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

In-Reply-To:  <9DEE49E3944DD211974B00805FE663DA04AB4677@us4n62.glaxo.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_96970135==_.ALT"

--=====================_96970135==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Amazing, the morning coffee clutch was discussing these very same

issues.  Dry heat would eventually kill but it is very slow, steam heat is

much faster but you would have soggy mail.  We thought gamma irradiation

would be good but that the public would have a fit (EEEK our mail is

radioactive!!!).

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 10:23:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Ken Alibek mentioned using a steam iron on mail to inactivate anthrax in

testimony before a Congressional subcommittee a few days ago(thanks to

C-Span for providing coverage).

The principles of sterilization still apply. Decimal reduction values of a

minute or more are common for commercially prepared Bacillus spore

suspensions (i.e., one log reduction in population after 1 minute at 15 psi,

121 C). I have problems believing that ironing a letter is equivalent to

using an autoclave--or that the letter would be readable after such a

treatment. (See previous discussions in this discussion group about removing

paper from BSL-3 labs.)

There are practical issues associated with irradiation of mail as a means of

decontamination. 2.5 MegaRad (now 2.5 kGreys) is typically regarded as a

sterilizing dose. Those in the business of sterilizing medical devices and

other materials try carefully to control load configurations and do dose

mapping studies to assure adequate penetration/exposure when developing

sterilization protocols. Mail, at least judging from my own, comes in

various sizes, shapes, densities, etc. that would make determining an

effective time-in-beam difficult at best. (...not to mention public

perceptions of irradiation, rational or not, and practical matters such as

how to handle several hundred million pieces of mail a day.)

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

-----Original Message-----

From: Burgener, Jyl A [mailto:jab19768@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM]

Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 10:00 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

A Russian friend of mine suggested ironing the letters.  I know steam

sterilization will inactivate the spores, but am not sure ironing will work.

Any comments?

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Ninni Jacob [SMTP:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 10:43 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

>

> I don't  know about you, but we have been receiving several panic calls

> this week regarding suspicious letters and white powders , etc.

> Fortunately, most of the "white powders" turned out to be sugar.

>

> We were wondering whether irradiation will kill anthrax spores?

> Does anybody have any information about that? If so, what dose is

> required?

>

>

> Thanks for any info.

>

>

> Ninni

>

>

>

>

> Ninni Jacob, CHP

> Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety Office

> Brown University - Box 1914

> 164 Angell Street

> Providence, RI 02912

>

> Tel:401 863 1738

> Fax:401 863 7676

>

> email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 11:50:29 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Beyond film, has collateral damage been considered?

I would hate to have to pay for the legit bio samples and other fragile

items sent through the mail

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: Thompson, Larry [mailto:ljthompson@TIFTON.CPES.PEACHNET.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

Ms. Jacob, et al

I received some information from my former place of employment on rad

stuff

and anthrax.  It is below.

TTFN,

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

Clinical Toxicologist

University of Georgia

Veterinary Diagnostic and Investigational Lab

43 Brighton Road

Tifton, GA  31794-1961

Ph 229-386-3340  Fax 229-386-7128

Uri Yarkoni, DVM (Cornell 1977), currently a microbiology advisor to

industry -- advising that US authorities may want to know that Gamma

irradiation of all dry paper mail will help stop the anthrax threats

being

sent in mail via the postal system.

Yarkoni indicates to us that the delivery of 2.5 Mega rads will destroy

Bacillus subtilis and will do the same to anthrax microbes (same genus).

He

suggests that this process be tested so that postal authorities can have

the

option at their disposal to irradiate the mail and stamp it as

"sterilized"

to indicate to recipients that it is safe to handle/open. (He indicates

that

this level of irradiation may damage film, but that this might be a

small

price to pay...)Yarkoni was interviewed by Israeli media on this topic

and

that coverage appears in today's Jersalem Post ("Radiation May Stop

Bioterror Mail" by Judy Siegel) at

http://www.jpost.com/Editions/2001/10/17/Health/Health.36397.html

-----Original Message-----

From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 10:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

I don't  know about you, but we have been receiving several panic calls

this week regarding suspicious letters and white powders , etc.

Fortunately, most of the "white powders" turned out to be sugar.

We were wondering whether irradiation will kill anthrax spores?

Does anybody have any information about that? If so, what dose is

required?

Thanks for any info.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 12:04:49 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20011018111021.00b7a650@hesiod>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 11:18 AM 10/18/2001 -0400, you wrote:

>Amazing, the morning coffee clutch was discussing these very same

>issues.  Dry heat would eventually kill but it is very slow, steam heat is

>much faster but you would have soggy mail.  We thought gamma irradiation

>would be good but that the public would have a fit (EEEK our mail is

>radioactive!!!).

>

>Richie

Richie:

Dont you think that will be  a good teachable moment for the public?

that "Irradiating" something does not make it "radioactive"?

At the least, radiation has some benefits, like sterilisation!

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 12:15:23 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Paul Jennette <jpj22@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      anthrax in animal blood

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_79280879==_.ALT"

--=====================_79280879==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Concern has been raised here about the potential exposure hazards stemming

from the rapid sporulation upon exposure to air of B. anthracis present in

animal blood.  I would be grateful for comments on:

1.  the rate at which sporulation would occur at room temperature

(i.e.,would hazardous numbers of spores appear in seconds, minutes, or hours?)

2.  the potential for aerosol transport of such spores (i.e., would

something like cutting or sawing a carcass by hand supply enough energy to

aerosolize enoughs spore to generate a hazard?)

3.  decontamination measures for surfaces and equipment exposed to

anthrax-infected blood.

Thanks in advance.

- Paul

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 4             (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax     -3723

"Let every nation know, whether it wishes us well or ill, that we shall pay

any price, bear any burden, meet any hardship, support any friend, oppose

any foe to assure the survival and the success of liberty."  - John F. Kennedy

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 17:29:37 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <stuart.thompson@MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

No way are you going to get up to 15 psi and 121C with a steam iron. People

are going to say they did it and it worked, and they will be referring to

one of the >99% of suspect samples that is anthrax free.

The general public is so schizophrenic about radiation. They are quite happy

to use all the medical products that have been radiation sterilised, e.g.

syringes and the food products they do not know about, such as herbs and

spices that have been treated, at least in Europe, to remove beetles and

make the rat faeces a bit more acceptable. There is nothing like doing a

course on food and drug microscopy as I did in the 1950s to convert you to

the view that anything that kills them off is a good thing. A similar

schizophrenia applies with genetic technology where modified foods are

called GM, and are inventions of the devil, yet your life-saving hepatitis B

vaccine or synthetic growth hormone or blood clotting factor is called

genetically engineered so no-one confuses it with that nasty GM stuff, even

though the same technologies are applied in each case.

Best wishes

Stuart

Dr Stuart Thompson

University Biological Safety Officer

Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester

Waterloo Place

182/184 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9GP

tel: +44 (0)161 275 5069

fax: +44 (0)161 275 6989

mobile 07946 022 698

stuart.thompson@man.ac.uk

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Michael Betlach

> Sent: 18 October 2001 16:24

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

>

>

> Ken Alibek mentioned using a steam iron on mail to inactivate anthrax in

> testimony before a Congressional subcommittee a few days ago(thanks to

> C-Span for providing coverage).

>

> The principles of sterilization still apply. Decimal reduction values of a

> minute or more are common for commercially prepared Bacillus spore

> suspensions (i.e., one log reduction in population after 1 minute

> at 15 psi,

> 121 C). I have problems believing that ironing a letter is equivalent to

> using an autoclave--or that the letter would be readable after such a

> treatment. (See previous discussions in this discussion group

> about removing

> paper from BSL-3 labs.)

>

> There are practical issues associated with irradiation of mail as

> a means of

> decontamination. 2.5 MegaRad (now 2.5 kGreys) is typically regarded as a

> sterilizing dose. Those in the business of sterilizing medical devices and

> other materials try carefully to control load configurations and do dose

> mapping studies to assure adequate penetration/exposure when developing

> sterilization protocols. Mail, at least judging from my own, comes in

> various sizes, shapes, densities, etc. that would make determining an

> effective time-in-beam difficult at best. (...not to mention public

> perceptions of irradiation, rational or not, and practical matters such as

> how to handle several hundred million pieces of mail a day.)

>

> Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

> Biosafety Officer

> Promega Corporation

> 5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

> Madison, WI 53711

> (608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 09:37:04 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Hanley <Bruce.Hanley@EHS.UCSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

In-Reply-To:  <D127D7B8CE7BD31199ED005004B2D17616CF8A@EXCHANGE>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

On Thu, 18 Oct 2001 10:55:04 -0400 "Thompson, Larry"

<ljthompson@TIFTON.CPES.PEACHNET.EDU> wrote:

> Ms. Jacob, et al

> I received some information from my former place of employment on rad stuff

> and anthrax.  It is below.

> TTFN,

> Larry

>

> Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

> Clinical Toxicologist

> University of Georgia

> Veterinary Diagnostic and Investigational Lab

> 43 Brighton Road

> Tifton, GA  31794-1961

> Ph 229-386-3340  Fax 229-386-7128

>

>

>

> Uri Yarkoni, DVM (Cornell 1977), currently a microbiology advisor to

> industry -- advising that US authorities may want to know that Gamma

> irradiation of all dry paper mail will help stop the anthrax threats being

> sent in mail via the postal system.

>

> Yarkoni indicates to us that the delivery of 2.5 Mega rads will destroy

> Bacillus subtilis and will do the same to anthrax microbes (same genus). He

> suggests that this process be tested so that postal authorities can have the

> option at their disposal to irradiate the mail and stamp it as "sterilized"

> to indicate to recipients that it is safe to handle/open. (He indicates that

> this level of irradiation may damage film, but that this might be a small

> price to pay...)Yarkoni was interviewed by Israeli media on this topic and

> that coverage appears in today's Jersalem Post ("Radiation May Stop

> Bioterror Mail" by Judy Siegel) at

> http://www.jpost.com/Editions/2001/10/17/Health/Health.36397.html

>

>

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 10:43 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

>

>

> I don't  know about you, but we have been receiving several panic calls

> this week regarding suspicious letters and white powders , etc.

> Fortunately, most of the "white powders" turned out to be sugar.

>

> We were wondering whether irradiation will kill anthrax spores?

> Does anybody have any information about that? If so, what dose is required?

>

>

> Thanks for any info.

>

>

> Ninni

>

>

>

>

> Ninni Jacob, CHP

> Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety Office

> Brown University - Box 1914

> 164 Angell Street

> Providence, RI 02912

>

> Tel:401 863 1738

> Fax:401 863 7676

>

> email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

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

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 12:53:42 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      How to decon Anthrax

In-Reply-To:  <9007BA21DA192243A1A29BB85C4BAB716EF2AD@exch-staff.smcm.edu >

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

This is my second question for today.

Our emergency response team is meeting today.

I would like to know if there is any information available on how to

decontaminate anthrax.

Thanks a lot.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 13:29:05 -0400

Reply-To:     Earthlink <myerscj@earthlink.net>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Earthlink <myerscj@EARTHLINK.NET>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Rather than using gamma, why not hit it with an effective dose from an

electron beam?

----- Original Message -----

From: "Norman Umberger" <numberger@SMCM.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 11:50 AM

Subject: Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

Beyond film, has collateral damage been considered?

I would hate to have to pay for the legit bio samples and other fragile

items sent through the mail

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: Thompson, Larry [mailto:ljthompson@TIFTON.CPES.PEACHNET.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

Ms. Jacob, et al

I received some information from my former place of employment on rad

stuff

and anthrax.  It is below.

TTFN,

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

Clinical Toxicologist

University of Georgia

Veterinary Diagnostic and Investigational Lab

43 Brighton Road

Tifton, GA  31794-1961

Ph 229-386-3340  Fax 229-386-7128

Uri Yarkoni, DVM (Cornell 1977), currently a microbiology advisor to

industry -- advising that US authorities may want to know that Gamma

irradiation of all dry paper mail will help stop the anthrax threats

being

sent in mail via the postal system.

Yarkoni indicates to us that the delivery of 2.5 Mega rads will destroy

Bacillus subtilis and will do the same to anthrax microbes (same genus).

He

suggests that this process be tested so that postal authorities can have

the

option at their disposal to irradiate the mail and stamp it as

"sterilized"

to indicate to recipients that it is safe to handle/open. (He indicates

that

this level of irradiation may damage film, but that this might be a

small

price to pay...)Yarkoni was interviewed by Israeli media on this topic

and

that coverage appears in today's Jersalem Post ("Radiation May Stop

Bioterror Mail" by Judy Siegel) at

http://www.jpost.com/Editions/2001/10/17/Health/Health.36397.html

-----Original Message-----

From: Ninni Jacob [mailto:ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 10:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

I don't  know about you, but we have been receiving several panic calls

this week regarding suspicious letters and white powders , etc.

Fortunately, most of the "white powders" turned out to be sugar.

We were wondering whether irradiation will kill anthrax spores?

Does anybody have any information about that? If so, what dose is

required?

Thanks for any info.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 13:41:09 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: anthrax in animal blood

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I can't look it up (too busy answering questions about OUR emergency plan) but

you might try the APIC website, [www.apic.org] which has excellent bioterrorist

resources.  I think that is where I read, recently, that growing anthrax is easy

-- but spore production requires a specific shock--heat or freezing.

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Paul Jennette [SMTP:jpj22@CORNELL.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, October 18, 2001 12:15 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      anthrax in animal blood

>

> Concern has been raised here about the potential exposure hazards stemming

> from the rapid sporulation upon exposure to air of B. anthracis present in

> animal blood.  I would be grateful for comments on:

>

> 1.  the rate at which sporulation would occur at room temperature (i.e.,would

> hazardous numbers of spores appear in seconds, minutes, or hours?)

> 2.  the potential for aerosol transport of such spores (i.e., would something

> like cutting or sawing a carcass by hand supply enough energy to aerosolize

> enoughs spore to generate a hazard?)

> 3.  decontamination measures for surfaces and equipment exposed to

> anthrax-infected blood.

>

> Thanks in advance.

> - Paul

>

>

> J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

> Biosafety Engineer

> Cornell University

> College of Veterinary Medicine

> Biosafety Program

> S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 4             (607) 253-4227

> Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax     -3723

>

> "Let every nation know, whether it wishes us well or ill, that we shall pay

> any price, bear any burden, meet any hardship, support any friend, oppose any

> foe to assure the survival and the success of liberty."  - John F. Kennedy

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 15:47:05 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Don Callihan <Don_Callihan@BD.COM>

Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Lest we forget, most household "disinfectants" are EPA rated for killing

Bacillus. True, B. cereus or B. subtilis are usually the test subjects, but

if contact time and other nuances on the product label are followed, B.

anthracis should succumb as well. I've recommended LysolTM to anyone who

has asked. Most lab disinfectants are also sporocidal, bactericidal,

fungicidal, tuberculocidal, and virucidal or some combination thereof.

Comments, anyone?

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Senior Clinical Microbiologist and Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

Sparks, MD 410.773.6684

Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/18/2001 12:53:42

PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  How to decon Anthrax

This is my second question for today.

Our emergency response team is meeting today.

I would like to know if there is any information available on how to

decontaminate anthrax.

Thanks a lot.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 13:03:29 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Heller_Jeff <Heller_Jeff@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Thanks Dr. C! Just what I was thinking. Even nicely diluted solutions you

mentioned, will do.

What do you think about "nuking" the U.S. Mail? I think it is a bit of a

stretch.

> ----------

> From:         Don Callihan

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, October 18, 2001 12:47 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

>

> Lest we forget, most household "disinfectants" are EPA rated for killing

> Bacillus. True, B. cereus or B. subtilis are usually the test subjects,

> but

> if contact time and other nuances on the product label are followed, B.

> anthracis should succumb as well. I've recommended LysolTM to anyone who

> has asked. Most lab disinfectants are also sporocidal, bactericidal,

> fungicidal, tuberculocidal, and virucidal or some combination thereof.

>

> Comments, anyone?

>

> Don Callihan, Ph.D.

> Senior Clinical Microbiologist and Biosafety Officer

> BD Diagnostic Systems

> Sparks, MD 410.773.6684

>

>

>

>

> Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/18/2001 12:53:42

> PM

>

> Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

> Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> cc:

> Subject:  How to decon Anthrax

>

>

> This is my second question for today.

> Our emergency response team is meeting today.

> I would like to know if there is any information available on how to

> decontaminate anthrax.

>

> Thanks a lot.

>

> Ninni

>

>

> Ninni Jacob, CHP

> Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety Office

> Brown University - Box 1914

> 164 Angell Street

> Providence, RI 02912

>

> Tel:401 863 1738

> Fax:401 863 7676

>

> email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 16:21:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Moravek, Paula" <pmoravek@WPI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

FYI:

Look on p.575 in   Biological Safety Principles and Practice, 3rdEdition,

Edited by Fleming & Hunt (ASM press).  Efficacy of  inactivation byundiluted

and diluted liquid household bleach (sodium hypochlorite) on B.anthracis

spores is described.

--P. Moravek

Biosafety Officer, EOS Office

WPI

Worcester, MA

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Oct 2001 17:13:38 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sam Snyder <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Jeff,

Using Gamma radiation on the mail is a good idea, whose time may be coming!

> ----------

> From:         Heller_Jeff[SMTP:Heller_Jeff@LACOE.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, October 18, 2001 3:03 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

>

> Thanks Dr. C! Just what I was thinking. Even nicely diluted solutions you

> mentioned, will do.

> What do you think about "nuking" the U.S. Mail? I think it is a bit of a

> stretch.

>

> > ----------

> > From:         Don Callihan

> > Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> > Sent:         Thursday, October 18, 2001 12:47 PM

> > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

> >

> > Lest we forget, most household "disinfectants" are EPA rated for killing

> > Bacillus. True, B. cereus or B. subtilis are usually the test subjects,

> > but

> > if contact time and other nuances on the product label are followed, B.

> > anthracis should succumb as well. I've recommended LysolTM to anyone who

> > has asked. Most lab disinfectants are also sporocidal, bactericidal,

> > fungicidal, tuberculocidal, and virucidal or some combination thereof.

> >

> > Comments, anyone?

> >

> > Don Callihan, Ph.D.

> > Senior Clinical Microbiologist and Biosafety Officer

> > BD Diagnostic Systems

> > Sparks, MD 410.773.6684

> >

> >

> >

> >

> > Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/18/2001

> 12:53:42

> > PM

> >

> > Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> >

> > Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> >

> >

> > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > cc:

> > Subject:  How to decon Anthrax

> >

> >

> > This is my second question for today.

> > Our emergency response team is meeting today.

> > I would like to know if there is any information available on how to

> > decontaminate anthrax.

> >

> > Thanks a lot.

> >

> > Ninni

> >

> >

> > Ninni Jacob, CHP

> > Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> > Environmental Health and Safety Office

> > Brown University - Box 1914

> > 164 Angell Street

> > Providence, RI 02912

> >

> > Tel:401 863 1738

> > Fax:401 863 7676

> >

> > email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

> >

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Oct 2001 08:48:24 +0200

Reply-To:     mikek@mail.saimr.wits.ac.za

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Kirby <mikek@MAIL.SAIMR.WITS.AC.ZA>

Subject:      How to decon Anthrax- additional thought

In-Reply-To:  <A1F4836938FCD3118577005004675D23068DA3FD@ecmail1.lacoe.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Zapping anthrax with gamma radiation would work, provided you have a

portable "zapper" and a lead suit.

On the liquid side, one of our Microbiology text books recommends 10 to 30%

formalin or 10% Sodium Hypochlorite solution.

Mike Kirby

Johannesburg

South Africa.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Oct 2001 08:25:19 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

In-Reply-To:  <9007BA21DA192243A1A29BB85C4BAB716EF2AD@exch-staff.smcm.edu >

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_172983076==_.ALT"

--=====================_172983076==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hey Guys and Gals,

I don't know about most of you but our coffee discussion was in the nature

of jesting.  The USPS handles over 200 billion mail pieces per year, I

don't think irradiating all of the mail is anywhere near practical.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Oct 2001 08:38:09 -0400

Reply-To:     Earthlink <myerscj@earthlink.net>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Earthlink <myerscj@EARTHLINK.NET>

Subject:      Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0036_01C15879.61F221F0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0036_01C15879.61F221F0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Irradiation with an effective dose from an electron beam generator maybe more practical.

Chuck

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Richard Fink

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, October 19, 2001 8:25 AM

  Subject: Re: Question: Will Irradiation kill anthrax spores?

  Hey Guys and Gals,

  I don't know about most of you but our coffee discussion was in thenature of jesting.  The USPS handles over 200 billion mail pieces peryear, I don't think irradiating all of the mail is anywhere nearpractical.

  Richie

  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

  Senior Biosafety Officer

  Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

  617-258-5647

  rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Oct 2001 08:53:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd: FW: Rejected posting to BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_174688789==_.ALT"

--=====================_174688789==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Leslie's email address changed so her post (below) got bounced.

>The FBI website and the US postal service websites have posters that can be

>printed. The posters contain information on recognizing a suspious package

>and what to do if you find a suspicious package.

>

>Go to the FBI webpage at www.fbi.gov and look under the heading "If you

>receive a suspicious package" there is a poster advisory in a pdf file. The

>heading is at the bottom of the page.

>

>The USPS has a poster and information at

>http://www.usps.com/news/2001/press/pr01_1010tips.htm.

>

>These are two good sources of information besides the CDC webpage.

>

>Leslie Hofherr

>UCLA, EH&S

>Leslie@admin.ucla.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Oct 2001 09:00:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

In-Reply-To:  <4.2.0.58.20011018124309.01597be0@postoffice.brown.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_175075915==_.ALT"

--=====================_175075915==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

US Army says good old chlorine bleach (final conc.0.5% to 1% Na

hypochlorite).

Richie

At 12:53 PM 10/18/01 -0400, you wrote:

>This is my second question for today.

>Our emergency response team is meeting today.

>I would like to know if there is any information available on how to

>decontaminate anthrax.

>

>Thanks a lot.

>

>Ninni

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Bernholc, Nicole M" <bernholc@BNL.GOV>

Subject:      How to sample for anthrax?  Quick tests?
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Does anyone have a specific procedure for sampling / both wipe or air?

What media does it grow on?

There are some test strips out there ... Does anyone have any familiarity

with this?

Thanks>

Nicole Bernholc, CIH

Brookhaven National Laboratory

Safety and Health Services Division

Building 120

Upton, NY 11973

Office: (631) 344-2027    Fax:(631) 344-7497

Pager: (631) 453-5864       Email: bernholc@bnl.gov
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Subject:      Anthrax Screening
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This came in my morning "mail"

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

----- Forwarded by Kim Auletta/Admin on 10/19/2001 09:18 AM -----

                    techtips@aerote

                    chlabs.com            To:     kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

                                          cc:

                    10/19/2001            Subject:     Aerotech Laboratories' IAQ Tech

                    02:03 AM               Tip #63: Anthrax Screening
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  Anthrax Screening

  Anthrax is a disease caused by Bacillus anthracis, a large (1-1.5 x

  3-5um) Gram positive bacillus that forms subterminal spores (1 x 1.5um).

  The causal organism of anthrax, Bacillus anthracis, is a common

  inhabitant of soils worldwide, especially in areas where farm animals

  have become infected.

  Transmission of anthrax occurs by either inhalation of spores causing

  pulmonary infections, physical contact with spores usually in

  contaminated soil or animal tissues causing cutaneous lesions, or, in

  rare occasions, by consumption of contaminated meat or water. Of these

  modes of transmission, inhalation is the most deadly, with mortality

  rates of over 85 percent. Historically, only 18 cases were reported in

  the United States between 1900 and 1978. No cases were reported in the

  United States from 1978 until this last month's terrorist acts.

  An accidental release of anthrax spores from a biowarfare facility in the

  former Soviet Union in 1979 resulted in at least 79 cases and 68 deaths.

  It has been estimated that it takes an exposure of 2,500 to 55,000 spores

  to kill 50% (LD50) of the exposed individuals. Disease onset, in the

  Soviet Union experience, occurred 2 to 43 days after exposure. Initial

  symptoms are non-specific, lasting from a few hours to a few days, and

  include fever, headache, vomiting, chills, weakness, and abdominal and

  chest pains. The second stage, sometimes following a brief remission is

  characterized by sudden fever, shortness of breath (dyspnea),

  perspiration (diaphoresis), shock, dilerium, turning blue (cyanosis)

  usually followed by death, which can occur within hours.

  On October 12, 2001, the CDC issued a Health Advisory on how to handle

  anthrax CDC Link and other biological agent threats. If site conditions

  are present as described in the advisory, bulk samples that meet the CDC

  definition of a suspicious sample should strictly follow the CDC

  guidelines.

  Sample Collection

  Air: Impaction onto blood agar or nutrient agar plates via a single-stage

  (400 hole) or multiple-stage sampler at 28.3 liters/minute for 2 to 10

  minutes.

  Surface: Surface samples can be collected using conventional swab

  techniques.

  Bulk: Bulk or dust samples that meet the CDC definition of a suspicious

  sample should not be submitted to standard commercial microbial

  laboratories that offer this analysis and must strictly follow CDC

  guidelines. Bulk or dust samples that do not meet the CDC definition of a

  suspicious sample can be submitted to standard commercial laboratories

  that offer this analysis. These samples should be double bagged in Ziploc

  bags or placed into a sealed Tupperware-like container or shatterproof

  plastic containers.

  Shipping

  Following are minimum packing requirements established by the CDC for

  shipment of diagnostic specimens.

  40 CFR Part 72.2 Transportation of diagnostic specimens, biological

  products, and other materials; minimum packaging requirements.

  ".................material is packaged to withstand leakage of contents,

  shocks, pressure changes, and other conditions incident to ordinary

  handling in transportation."

  Sample Analysis

  Samples are processed and then incubated at 35 degrees Celcius for 18-24

  hours and examined for typical B. anthracis colonies. Suspect colonies

  are further characterized via protocols outlined by the CDC. Colonies

  meeting the CDC requirements are reported as Presumptive Positive.

  Presumptive Positive organisms will be confirmed using Biolog's

  Biological Warfare identification system. Presumptive results will be

  reported 1-2 days subsequent to sample receipt. Confirmatory results will

  be available in approximately 2-4 days.

  Safety

  It is beyond the scope of this document to address issues associated with

  protective measures necessary for sample collection. Please refer to the

  CDC Health Advisory for guidance (see previous link).

  Our Response to Current Industry Needs

  Due to recent terrorist acts involving anthrax a tremendous need has

  emerged for the analyses of B. anthracis. BTox Analytical Laboratories, a

  new division of Aerotech Laboratories has been established to address the

  overwhelming requests for environmental monitoring for B. anthracis. It

  is imperative to note that samples meeting the CDC criteria as suspicious

  could represent criminal evidence and should not be submitted to BTox

  Analytical Laboratories. These samples must be handled by the guidelines

  established by the CDC. This specifically includes powders that have been

  received in the mail or other suspicious routes.

  Sample Submission

  Samples should be submitted to BTox Analytical Laboratories, A Division

  of Aerotech Laboratories, Inc., 1501 W. Knudsen Dr., Phoenix, Arizona,

  85027. BTox Analytical Laboratories must be clearly identified on the

  outside of all packages. Please do not ship samples for other tests in

  the same container as those for B. anthracis screening. Samples for other

  tests that are shipped with samples to be analyzed for B. anthracis will

  not be processed and will be destroyed.

  BTox will begin accepting samples on October 23, 2001 and analyses is

  slatted to begin October 25 or 26, 2001.

  For the complete sampling protocol please call 800-651-4802 or email

  Anthrax Sampling Protocol Request.

  References

  1. Basic Laboratory Protocols for the Presumptive Identification of

  Bacillus anthracis, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, March 18,

  2001.

  2. Federal Register, Vol. 45, No. 141-Monday, July 21, 10980. Part

  72-Interstate Shipment of Etiologic Agents. Centers for Disease Control

  and Prevention, Revised March 9, 1995.

  3. Gilchrist, Mary J. R., McKinney, W. Paul, Miller, J. Michael, and

  Weissfeld, Alice S., (2000), Laboratory Safety, Management, and Diagnosis

  of Biological Agents Associated with Bioterrorism, ASM Cumitech 33.

  Additional Anthrax Links

  Link 1

  Link 2

  Link 3

  Timeline: Anthrax through the ages (CNN)

  Microbial Fact #1:

  Chlamydia pneumoniae is a bacteria that was recognized in 1983 as a

  respiratory pathogen, after isolation from a college student with

  pharyngitis. Transmission happens person-to-person via respiratory

  secretions. (From the CDC)

  Fungal Fact #1:

  Gliocladium sp. occurs in soil or decaying plant matter as parasites of

  other fungi. Reported to be allergenic. Gliocladium sp. is structurally

  similar to Penicillium sp. but with conidia collecting in wet rather than

  dry masses.

  Free IAQ Posters - Indoor Air Quality In Commercial Buildings & Indoor

  Air Quality In Residential Buildings

  ** Aerotech Laboratories now has our latest IAQ posters ready to ship.

  These full color posters are available for free in the United States and

  Canada. The posters are computer generated 3 dimensional buildings with

  parts of the exterior walls cut away. Different areas of the structures

  and interiors are highlighted that could cause potential IAQ problems. To

  order this free poster, please email IAQ In Commercial Buildings Poster

  Request with your complete mailing address and request the "Indoor Air

  Quality In Commercial Buildings" poster. Failure to request the specific

  poster will prevent the item from being shipped.

  IAQ In Residential Buildings. Please email IAQ In Residential Buildings

  Poster Request with your complete mailing address and request the "Indoor

  Air Quality In Residential Buildings" poster. Failure to request the

  specific poster will prevent the item from being shipped.

  ---Now Available--- IAQ In School Buildings. Please email IAQ In Schools

  Poster Request with your complete mailing address and request the "Indoor

  Air Quality In Schools" poster. This poster will ship around the end of

  October. Failure to request the specific poster will prevent the item

  from being shipped.

  RECOMMENDED READING

  ***** NEW "Standard and Reference Guide for Professional Water Damage

  Restoration IICRC S500". This valuable guide is from the Institute of

  Inspection, Cleaning and Restoration Certification. To order your copy

  for $35 plus any applicable shipping charges, please email Book Order

  with your complete mailing address (please no P.O. Boxes) and credit card

  payment informationor call 800-651-4802.

  ****** ACGIH's "Bioaerosols: Assessment and Control". Perhaps one of the

  most influential IAQ books in recent years. Aerotech Laboratories is

  pleased to now offer this excellent book. The publication is 526 pages

  and has 26 informative chapters. To order your copy for $89 plus any

  applicable shipping charges, please email Book Order with your complete

  mailing address (please no P.O. Boxes) and credit card payment

  information or call 800-651-4802.

  ******* A must have for any serious IAQ library, "Microfungi". This 168

  page hardcover book is filled with vivid color and black and white

  photographs of various fungi. The book is written in 6 chapters covering:

  What is fungus, Biodeterioration-spoilage molds, Molds in biotechnology,

  Mycotoxins and Mycotoxicoses, Allergy and other adverse health reactions

  to molds, and Fungal infections and Descriptions of common microfungi.

  The excellent resource is published by Munksgaard and is written by

  Suzanne Gravesen, Jens Frisvad, and Robert Samson. To order your copy

  today for $65 (US) plus shipping, please email Book Order with payment

  information (Visa, MasterCard, or American Express, and expiration date)

  and your complete mailing address (please no P.O. boxes) or call

  800-651-4802.
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Hi everyone-

   I've been following this discussion for a while, and of course it's

come up here at UD for the "what if's", but I have a (most likely) stupid

question.

   Everything coming out regarding anthrax has talked about wiping down

with a bleach solution.  But why then does the MSDS for B. anthracis state

under susceptibility to disinfectants that it is resistant to many

disinfectants, but susceptible to 2% glutaraldehyde formaldehyde and 5%

formalin, and that the spores require 30 min at 121C?  If bleach works,

why isn't it listed, or hasn't this method been certified?  If a building

is truly contaminated, does it need to be bombed with formaldehyde to kill

any remaining spores?

   Thanks for helping with my confusion.  Krista

Krista Murray, MS, RBP

Biosafety Officer

University of Delaware

Occupational Health & Safety

302-831-1433

klmurray@udel.edu
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Subject:      Re: How to sample for anthrax?  Quick tests?
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My public sector HAZMAT group has the Tetracore kit.  I've enclosed their

website for further info.  http://www.alexeter.com/index.htm  They claim 95+

accuracy, with minimal interference from related Bacillus sp.  We have not

used in the field at this time, as threats were not deemed credible.  They

are not related to the SMART ticket, which was used during the Persian Gulf

war.

For the microbiology side, review the following;  Dragon, D.C. et al, Lett.

Appl. Micro 2001, V33, 100-105. Makino, S.I., et al Lett. Appl. Micro 2001,

V33, 237-240. Sjostedt, A. et al. FEMS Micro Ecology 1997, V23(2), 159-168.

I've just started reviewing the literature.  We do not process samples (but

wish I could, as I would enjoy the field experience).  This is the

responsibility of the NJ State Health Dept.

Above is just my 0.02$, not opinion of my employer(s).

-----Original Message-----

From: Bernholc, Nicole M [mailto:bernholc@BNL.GOV]

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2001 9:12 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

Does anyone have a specific procedure for sampling / both wipe or air?

What media does it grow on?

There are some test strips out there ... Does anyone have any familiarity

with this?

Thanks>

Nicole Bernholc, CIH

Brookhaven National Laboratory

Safety and Health Services Division

Building 120

Upton, NY 11973

Office: (631) 344-2027    Fax:(631) 344-7497

Pager: (631) 453-5864       Email: bernholc@bnl.gov
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>

>What media does it grow on?

Blood, tryptic soy, it isn't too fussy.

>There are some test strips out there ... Does anyone have any familiarity

>with this?

Smart Tickets by New Horizons Diag. have a bad rep - false +'s and false

-'s.  The other field test is marketed by Alexeter Technologies and is sold

only to certified haz. mat. specialists, experienced private security

agencies and qualified Fed, state and muni. labs/research facilities.  They

claim high specificity and high sensitivity but have seen no independent

confirmation.

Returning to the lovely topic of killing the spores:

1) Electron beam, unless things have changed, have much shallower

penetration characteristics then gamma.

2) Heat kill:

At 100 C (moist heat) B. anthracis spores are sterilized in 2-15 minutes

(vs. 300 min. for stearothermophilus), under dry heat the reported

sterilization times are all over the place but selecting more recent data

it seems that at 150 C one would need an hour or two.

The D value for B. subtilis for wet heat at 104 C is 14 min., dry heat at

129 C is 270 min., at 152 C it is 10.5 min.  (all data from The Destruction

of Bacterial Spores by A. D. Russell, Academic Press, 1982 and do not take

into consideration thermal lag time).  So, yes one could sterilize a thin

envelop using a steam iron if one a) didn't care about readability and b)

had the patience.

Let us all take a collective deep breath and say, "It is extremely unlikely

that my institute will get a real anthrax letter."  Remember The

Hitchhiker's Guide to the Galaxy -- "DO NOT PANIC" (in large friendly letters).

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: safety of incoming packages
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At 11:47 PM 10/17/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Richard

>

>We're giving option 3 some thought - you seem to have some concern with that

>approach.  How is MIT handling the multitude of suspicious packages (i.e.,

>packages that meet one or more of the US Postal Service screening criteria)

>that you must get on any given day?

Still under discussion.

Richie

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Oct 2001 10:38:09 -0500

Reply-To:     speaker@ehs.psu.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Curt Speaker <SPEAKER@SAFETY-1.SAFETY.PSU.EDU>

Organization: UNIVERSITY SAFETY

Subject:      Re: package safety

Good morning:

As a biosafety officer and a hazmat technician, I would strongly

urge folks to use a bit of common sense when it comes to mail

issues.  Specifically, I think that letters should have to meet

SEVERAL of the USPS's criteria before they should be considered

"suspicious".  Our hazmat team is getting run ragged responding

to homeowner (and other) calls because someone received a letter

with no return address.  (Just as background, our hazmat teams

provides coverage for the entire county).

These letters are not suspicious in any other way:  they have a

local postmark, are not misshapen, no odor, no oily stains, no

excessive postage, protruding wires, etc.  The media has done too

good a job in raising the public's awareness on this issue, and the

public is overreacting bigtime.

There are numerous groups that send out mail without return

addresses, mostly for the privacy of the recipients (mental health

centers, some political groups, etc.).  A letter with no return

address and local postmark is not suspicious, IMNSHO.  If you

don't want to open it, throw it in the trash and be done with it.  But

this madness has to stop sometime soon; police and emergency

response personnel are being stretched far too thin by all of this

overreaction.

My $0.02 (and a bit more)

Curt

(who is really looking forward to getting on a plane and heading for

New Orleans tomorrow afternoon!!!)

The

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)

=(Y)=

 """

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Oct 2001 10:53:14 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: package safety
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For whatever it's worth...I agree with your statement

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Curt Speaker [mailto:SPEAKER@SAFETY-1.SAFETY.PSU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2001 11:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: package safety

Good morning:

As a biosafety officer and a hazmat technician, I would strongly

urge folks to use a bit of common sense when it comes to mail

issues.  Specifically, I think that letters should have to meet

SEVERAL of the USPS's criteria before they should be considered

"suspicious".  Our hazmat team is getting run ragged responding

to homeowner (and other) calls because someone received a letter

with no return address.  (Just as background, our hazmat teams

provides coverage for the entire county).

These letters are not suspicious in any other way:  they have a

local postmark, are not misshapen, no odor, no oily stains, no

excessive postage, protruding wires, etc.  The media has done too

good a job in raising the public's awareness on this issue, and the

public is overreacting bigtime.

There are numerous groups that send out mail without return

addresses, mostly for the privacy of the recipients (mental health

centers, some political groups, etc.).  A letter with no return

address and local postmark is not suspicious, IMNSHO.  If you

don't want to open it, throw it in the trash and be done with it.  But

this madness has to stop sometime soon; police and emergency

response personnel are being stretched far too thin by all of this

overreaction.

My $0.02 (and a bit more)

Curt

(who is really looking forward to getting on a plane and heading for

New Orleans tomorrow afternoon!!!)

The

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeff Heller <Heller_Jeff@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax
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Here comes the Hulk!

> ----------

> From:         Sam Snyder

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, October 18, 2001 5:13 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

>

> Jeff,

>

> Using Gamma radiation on the mail is a good idea, whose time may be

> coming!

>

> > ----------

> > From:         Heller_Jeff[SMTP:Heller_Jeff@LACOE.EDU]

> > Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> > Sent:         Thursday, October 18, 2001 3:03 PM

> > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

> >

> > Thanks Dr. C! Just what I was thinking. Even nicely diluted solutions

> you

> > mentioned, will do.

> > What do you think about "nuking" the U.S. Mail? I think it is a bit of a

> > stretch.

> >

> > > ----------

> > > From:         Don Callihan

> > > Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> > > Sent:         Thursday, October 18, 2001 12:47 PM

> > > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > > Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

> > >

> > > Lest we forget, most household "disinfectants" are EPA rated for

> killing

> > > Bacillus. True, B. cereus or B. subtilis are usually the test

> subjects,

> > > but

> > > if contact time and other nuances on the product label are followed,

> B.

> > > anthracis should succumb as well. I've recommended LysolTM to anyone

> who

> > > has asked. Most lab disinfectants are also sporocidal, bactericidal,

> > > fungicidal, tuberculocidal, and virucidal or some combination thereof.

> > >

> > > Comments, anyone?

> > >

> > > Don Callihan, Ph.D.

> > > Senior Clinical Microbiologist and Biosafety Officer

> > > BD Diagnostic Systems

> > > Sparks, MD 410.773.6684

> > >

> > >

> > >

> > >

> > > Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/18/2001

> > 12:53:42

> > > PM

> > >

> > > Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

> <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> > >

> > > Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> > >

> > >

> > > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > > cc:

> > > Subject:  How to decon Anthrax

> > >

> > >

> > > This is my second question for today.

> > > Our emergency response team is meeting today.

> > > I would like to know if there is any information available on how to

> > > decontaminate anthrax.

> > >

> > > Thanks a lot.

> > >

> > > Ninni

> > >

> > >

> > > Ninni Jacob, CHP

> > > Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> > > Environmental Health and Safety Office

> > > Brown University - Box 1914

> > > 164 Angell Street

> > > Providence, RI 02912

> > >

> > > Tel:401 863 1738

> > > Fax:401 863 7676

> > >

> > > email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

> > >

> >

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 22 Oct 2001 09:02:25 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How to sample for anthrax?  Quick tests?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I sent out this email to our county HAZMAT/Emergency Services. This is the

message I got back:

Yes, people are using them but be careful.  The CDC has refrained from

making an official comment on them pending further research.  The

sensitivity and specificity of these tests in real world situations are

unknown.  Issues of the number of spores a test can detect are important.

Can it detect a few hundred spores, or must it be in the order of ten

thousand?

I will be very interested in the findings from the CDC.

Carl

Carl Schultz, MD

Clinical Professor of Emergency Medicine

Department of Emergency Medicine

UCI Medical Center

714-456-3713

schultzc@uci.edu

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

----- Forwarded by Kim Auletta/Admin on 10/22/2001 09:01 AM -----

                    "Petuch, Brian

                    R."                   To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    <brian_petuch@M       cc:

                    ERCK.COM>             Subject:     Re: How to sample for anthrax?

                    Sent by: A             Quick tests?

                    Biosafety

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVM

                    A.MIT.EDU>

                    10/19/2001

                    09:32 AM

                    Please respond

                    to A Biosafety

                    Discussion List

My public sector HAZMAT group has the Tetracore kit.  I've enclosed their

website for further info.  http://www.alexeter.com/index.htm  They claim

95+

accuracy, with minimal interference from related Bacillus sp.  We have not

used in the field at this time, as threats were not deemed credible.  They

are not related to the SMART ticket, which was used during the Persian Gulf

war.

For the microbiology side, review the following;  Dragon, D.C. et al, Lett.

Appl. Micro 2001, V33, 100-105. Makino, S.I., et al Lett. Appl. Micro 2001,

V33, 237-240. Sjostedt, A. et al. FEMS Micro Ecology 1997, V23(2), 159-168.

I've just started reviewing the literature.  We do not process samples (but

wish I could, as I would enjoy the field experience).  This is the

responsibility of the NJ State Health Dept.

Above is just my 0.02$, not opinion of my employer(s).

-----Original Message-----

From: Bernholc, Nicole M [mailto:bernholc@BNL.GOV]

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2001 9:12 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

Does anyone have a specific procedure for sampling / both wipe or air?

What media does it grow on?

There are some test strips out there ... Does anyone have any familiarity

with this?

Thanks>

Nicole Bernholc, CIH

Brookhaven National Laboratory

Safety and Health Services Division

Building 120

Upton, NY 11973

Office: (631) 344-2027    Fax:(631) 344-7497

Pager: (631) 453-5864       Email: bernholc@bnl.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 22 Oct 2001 13:17:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alan Woodard <agwoodar@GW.DEC.STATE.NY.US>

Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Does Isoporpanol work?

>>> Don Callihan <Don_Callihan@BD.COM> 10/18/01 03:47PM >>>

Lest we forget, most household "disinfectants" are EPA rated for killing

Bacillus. True, B. cereus or B. subtilis are usually the test subjects,but

if contact time and other nuances on the product label are followed, B.

anthracis should succumb as well. I've recommended LysolTM to anyone who

has asked. Most lab disinfectants are also sporocidal, bactericidal,

fungicidal, tuberculocidal, and virucidal or some combination thereof.

Comments, anyone?

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Senior Clinical Microbiologist and Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

Sparks, MD 410.773.6684

Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/18/2001 12:53:42

PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  How to decon Anthrax

This is my second question for today.

Our emergency response team is meeting today.

I would like to know if there is any information available on how to

decontaminate anthrax.

Thanks a lot.

Ninni

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Oct 2001 09:15:32 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      New CDC Guidelines for PPE

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Newest guideline from the CDC:

Protecting Investigators from Exposure to Bacillus anthracis

                              Using Personal Protective Equipment

http://www.bt.cdc.gov/

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 24 Oct 2001 14:48:08 -0400

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      Avirulent (?) strain of M tb

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------A49173E8F0BC4ACC91C4551F"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------A49173E8F0BC4ACC91C4551F

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="------------B4F4CF3D009D05449F143B01"

--------------B4F4CF3D009D05449F143B01

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hope y'all enjoyed New Orleans as much as I did.  A PI here wants to use

M. tb H37RA; a strain described as avirulent and requiring work at BSL-2

by ATCC who would be supplying it.  The lab would be using no other M tb

so there would be no risk of confusing it with anything else there (as

has been done in some diagnostic labs).

My question is two-fold:

Does the BSL2 (as opposed to "3") designation seem appropriate?

(Provided that BSCs, centrifuge safety devices and other BSL-2 practices

are in force) seem apprpropriate?

and

Does anyone know if despite its avirulence, an exposure would result in

a PPD conversion (in which case a baseline PPD test for those not known

to be +, would seem appropriate).

Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 24 Oct 2001 14:13:05 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Rosenberger, Sonia" <Sonia_Rosenberger@CHIRON.COM>

Subject:      BBP testing of materials other than body fluids?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed;

              boundary="----=_NextPartTM-000-de1ae5e3-c8c2-11d5-87a7-000102bf97ff"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPartTM-000-de1ae5e3-c8c2-11d5-87a7-000102bf97ff

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

We're rewriting our Bloodborne Pathogen Postexposure plan...

Is anyone familiar with a lab that performs bloodborne pathogen testing on

the less common potential "exposure" materials (e.g. water from a freezer in

which HIV positive samples are stored, media from human cell cultures)?

Does anyone test blood-derived products like albumin after an exposure

(comes with CofA that sources were negative)?  Tissues?

Thank you,

Sonia Rosenberger DVM

Biosafety Officer

Chiron Corporation

------=_NextPartTM-000-de1ae5e3-c8c2-11d5-87a7-000102bf97ff

Content-Type: text/plain;

        name="InterScan_Disclaimer.txt"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="InterScan_Disclaimer.txt"

** ** ATTENTION! This message contains information (including any appended information, such as copied or forwarded messages and attachments, and any message to which this is appended) which may be confidential and/or privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or authorized to receive for the addressee), you may not use, copy or disclose to anyone the message or any information contained in the message. If you have received the message in error, please advise the sender by reply e-mail, and delete the message. Thank you for your assistance. ** **

------=_NextPartTM-000-de1ae5e3-c8c2-11d5-87a7-000102bf97ff--

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 24 Oct 2001 17:30:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM>

Subject:      Re: Serum Banking

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C15CD3.104DE600"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand

this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_000_01C15CD3.104DE600

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I received too many requests to respond to individually. I apologize for

using the list serve but it will save me mucho time. I am enclosing the

information we developed to manage Anthrax problems. It is imperative that

you develop procedures that are appropriate for your institution and your

HAZMAT resources as well as those available in the community (EMS, Police,

Fire, DPH, etc). I ask two favors first do not cite or quote the name,

Boehringer Ingelheim in anything you say or do.

Second , if you have comments suggestions, criticism I would welcome it.

This is our current thoughts. They may change so your input will be

appreciated.

 <<bi chain of events_.doc>>  <<FIRST RESPONDER BIO BAGS.doc>>

Dan

Daniel F. Liberman, Ph.D.

Associate Director

Environmental Affairs and Safety

Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

900 Ridgebury Road, P.O. Box 368

Ridgefield, CT 06877-0368

Telephone (203) 798-4081

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andrew Braun [SMTP:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, September 28, 2001 3:19 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Serum Banking

>

> A few years ago I sent asked the Biosafty List about serum banking and got

> a few replies. There were not enough to have a clear picture of what the

> Biosafety community thinks but they were interesting.  Here the are:

>

> From: Curt Speaker, December 8, 1998

>         Having held your position (Safety Officer at Wistar) before you

> did, I can shed a little light on the value of the serum banking program.

> There were two instances where the samples proved to be useful.  In the

> first instance, someone working in a lab with Herpes Simplex Virus came

> down with an acute viral attack.  He complained that it was from a lab

> exposure, but review of his culture practices over the past month did not

> point to anything that we could pin down as an exposure incident.  So we

> pulled the serum sample and had it titered.  Sure enough, the same exact

> strain of HSV was in his baseline serum, indicating to us that the current

> attack was the result of a previous infection outside the workplace.

>         The second involved a post doc who did a fair bit of work with

> avian species in the animal facility came down with a cryptococcus

> infection.  Analysis of the baseline serum sample showed no evidence of

> previous exposure to the organism.  While exposure to pigeon droppings

> outside of the work area could not be ruled out (we are talking about

> Philadelphia here :-), the lack of evidence of previous infection

> suggested that there we a reasonable likelihood that the exposure could be

> occupationally related.

>         To touch on what Joe Coggin said, remember that serum sampling is

> required at BL3 but recommended at BL-2, with consideration being given to

> the agent being handled. I believe that serum banking is useful,

> especially for areas doing viral research.  It may prove a bit less useful

> in bacteriological work, but in those cases it is easy enough to obtain an

> acute and convalescent serum sample and compare the two.  Serological

> sampling is really a double-edged sword:  It can protect the employer and

> the employee both.

>         I have been fighting to establish a serum banking program here at

> Penn State since I got here.  I have estimated the start-up cost to be

> about $10,000 with an annual cost to maintain the program of about

> $500/year after the initial outlay of money.  This is partly to do with

> the fact that there is very little virus working going on here, and that

> our Health Service office would take care of drawing the blood, spinning

> it down, and placing the serum into cryo-storage vials that we would

> provide (their cost for this service is $15/person).

>         With the onset of PCR, I think serum banking could prove to be

> even more beneficial, with the possibility of more sensitive testing to

> detect low level exposures and those that occurred months previous. IF an

> infectious agent is found, RFP can be done on it to determine if it is

> homologous to the experimental material.   But these serum samples would

> technically become medical records and should be under the same time

> requirements for holding after a person leaves the place of employment.  I

> do not believe that using these samples as preemployment screening tools

> is at all proper, or even ethical. Again, just one man's opinion... Curt

>

> Curt Speaker

> Biosafety Officer

> Penn State University

> Environmental Health and Safety

> speaker@ehs.psu.edu

> <http://www.ehs.psu.edu/>

>

>

>

> From Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP, December 8, 1988

>

>         Unless you have known, useful tests to measure antigen or antibody

> specific for the pathogen or group of pathogens likely to be a problem and

> the assay works with old stored sera and the sera are correctly stored and

> labeled and inventoried, what good are they?  Also, legally what do you do

> with sera when a worker leaves your employ.  If you throw it away, and

> later the individual complains of some disease or tumor that they develop,

> you may have a serious legal problem!

>         Also, if you plan to collect sera on all workers handling

> experimental animals including rodents or handling microbes in the lab

> with periodic new sample collection every few years, prepare to dedicate a

> significant budget to staff to inventory the sera, care for it if frozen

> at ultralow temps as is often recommended, are willing to run endless

> batteries of tests on it in some legal situations, can establish policies

> and procedures for its testing and discard over time and make a massive

> investment in freezers and their maintenance, etc, I recommend not doing

> it unless specifically mandated by a sponsor like NIH or CDC. Again, if

> specific guidelines like those for some agents listed in the BMBL require

> it, you must do it for those at risk,  but not for everybody working in

> your other labs.  Any institution can set its policies to require it, but

> can doing so be risk-benefit likely to give helpful results?

>         That's what I think is the current "philosophy" on serum banking

> in Universities, PH labs, Pharmaceutical companies, research companies and

> the like where serum banking has been evaluated recently, and possibly for

> many government agencies.  The key questions I would ask are:  Is there a

> specific written regulation that it [SB] must be done for specific

> biohazards ?  Are there serologic tests that work with aged serum

> available to test for something specific related to the biohazards? Will

> the testing help resolve a real exposure incident?  What is the general

> population normal titer to non-occupational exposure to the pathogen in

> question?  Is an early antibody [IgM] test available and reliable to

> screen the sera?  Will workers using specific agents be "titered" before

> work and what will happen if they have initial screen reactivity?  What do

> you do with the untested sera when somebody leaves you employ?  What is

> the risk-benefit projection?

>         This is one person's opinion, remember!

>

> Regards.

>

> Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

> jcoggin@jaguar1,usouthal.edu

> (334) 360-6314

>

> From Elizabeth Mayes 18 Aug 1998

>

>         Your request for information on serum storage is a timely one for

> myself.  We are currently wrestling with what to do with the collection of

> serum samples collected over the past 15-20 years sitting in a freezer.

>         In answer to your questions, in order:

>         1.  Serum samples were collected at the beginning of a person's

> employment for use in determining a specific point in time picture of a

> person's antibodies to infectious agents which were handled.  We were

> using, at one time or another:  rabies, botulism, tetanus, anthrax,

> diphtheria, pertussis, legionella, small pox, and probably others.  If an

> employee were to develop symptoms of a disease, the serum sample could be

> analyzed to determine whether or not the individual had developed this as

> a result of occupational exposure or brought it with them at the

> initiation of employment.

>         2.  To the best of my knowledge, we have never needed to analyze

> the serum samples we collected - which were frozen.

>         3.  To the best of my knowledge, the samples have never been

> analyzed for anything.

>         4.  No chain of custody was ever established.

>         5.  No security measures were established.

>         6.  No time limit was placed on the length of time samples were

> kept.  It is not known by our staff whether or not they deteriorate.  I

> have been informed by two physicians - neither of whom is an immunologist

> - that serum samples are pretty much useless unless immediately frozen to

> very very cold temperatures - being well below those obtainable by a

> standard household refrigerator.  Their explanation was that the enzymes

> and other materials in the whole blood will chemically react with the

> antibodies, reducing the amount of them available for quantitative

> analysis at a later date.  I'm not an immunologist, nor am I a biochemist,

> but this sounds perfectly logical to me.

>         7.  We have never considered this.

>         8.  Boy, do I ever ....

>

>         My agency has a large (several hundred samples) collection of

> serum samples which are anywhere from 2 to 20 years old.  No chain of

> custody was ever established.  No special security measures were

> established.  No quality control measures were established (e.g.

> verification of storage temperature, periodic inspection of samples for

> physical integrity, validation of paper trail, etc.).  This was done by a

> state agency which operated under the assumption that they would never

> need these samples, and with the preconceived notion that 'we're a state

> agency - because we're not in it for money, we're somehow immune to the

> vagarities of human nature and stupidity'.

>         After I became the health & safety manager last fall (the first

> time we have had one in 70 years), this was one of the problems dropped on

> my plate.  What to do with all of the samples?  How long do we keep them

> past the termination of employment?  Most of the samples are for people

> who don't work here anymore.

>         The greater problem occurred, relating to Quality Assurance

> issues:  at some unknown point in time, the freezer in which the samples

> were stored was unplugged.  At some unknown point in time later, it was

> re-plugged.  Many of the samples became moldy.  From the point of view of

> law/forensics, all of them are totally useless.  As an attorney, I would

> tear holes all through the situation, with the following questions:  Can

> you prove that the samples weren't tampered with?  Can you prove that

> sample really belongs to that person?  Can you prove that the test results

> you obtained from analysis of the sample are valid, due to the unknown

> storage conditions?  I would never even consider using the serum samples

> we have in any medical or legal situation.  We would expose ourselves to

> greater problems than if we never took any of these samples.

>

> My current opinion on the subject is as follows:

> Blood tests are very useful tools.  They should, like any other analytical

> tool at our disposal, be considered with their advantages and

> disadvantages.

>         A person who is starting work on a project which has the potential

> to expose him/her to chemical or biological hazards which can be detected

> by blood testing should have this test performed as part of routine

> medical surveillance at the beginning of the project.  This means take the

> blood sample and IMMEDIATELY analyze it for the analytes of interest.

>         When the project ends, repeat the assay.  This provides the

> company with medical evidence that the person's health was/wasn't

> compromised by their occupational tasks.

>         If the person starts a different project with another hazard, take

> another blood sample.

>         NEVER NEVER NEVER take samples and stick them in a freezer.   The

> storage of samples (as opposed to their immediate analysis) opens the

> legal and medical question of physical security during storage, validation

> of storage conditions, validation of storage time, verification and

> periodic inspection of the storage facility, and the man-hours devoted to

> all of this.

>         All of the above paragraph indicates that this is a costly

> endeavor to maintain the serum samples.  It is also something not to be

> taken lightly:  you can't just drop them all in a convenient corner of

> some R&D freezer.  This investment must be weighed against the immediate

> cost of immediate analysis.

>         The cost of blood tests should be more than out weighed by the

> peace of mind and confidence of the corporate attorneys and the employees

> in the minimisation of uncertainty in the protection of their occupational

> health.

>         The storage of samples has one advantage I can think of:  it

> allows for the possibility of someone to have a small piece of their

> medical history available for non-occupational related issues.  For

> example, if someone contracts Hepatitis C or HIV, and there is any reason

> to believe that they may have contracted it at work, a blood sample taken

> at the beginning of their employment may be able to provide the employer

> with evidence that it was not occupationally contracted.  Then again, it

> may not be able to do so.  A negative test really doesn't prove anything,

> if it was taken between contracting the virus and a sufficient antibody

> response being present to provide a positive test.

>         I hope this has been of some use to you.  I look forward to your

> presentation at the next ABSA meeting, which I hope to be able to attend.

>         If you have any other questions, or feel that my experience could

> help you in any way, please don't hesitate to contact me at

> e_e_maes@yahoo.com.

> Elizabeth Maes

>

> From: jpointer@mail.mdanderson.org

>         Our experience with it here has not been real good.  Expensive to

> store samples properly... Once, banked serum was used inappropriately by

> one investigator trying to assure his employees that they were not exposed

> -- he performed clinical tests on his employees' samples that he had

> taken, in his research lab and the administration got real upset because

> they wanted any tests like that performed in a CAP inspected clinical lab

> - not his research lab.  That one caused the company attorneys to

> herniate.  Also, institutional concern about who has jurisdiction over

> banked serum samples and how long you need to keep them after an employee

> has terminated was a problem.  Liability issues, etc.... Employee Health

> makes all those decisions now and they only bank serum ahead of time now

> from animal handlers.  During training we ask people to report any

> exposure incidents on day one so that Employee Health can take day one

> serum samples if they deem that appropriate.  So Environmental Health and

> Safety is out of the decision tree and the Occupational Medicine MD has

> the responsibility.  I like it better that way, cause it's a sticky topic.

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="bi chain of events_.doc"
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Date:         Thu, 25 Oct 2001 09:04:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Package Opening Protocol

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_6C3682EA.5B3A4FDC"

This is a MIME message. If you are reading this text, you may want to

consider changing to a mail reader or gateway that understands how to

properly handle MIME multipart messages.

--=_6C3682EA.5B3A4FDC

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Apologize for cross-posting:

NOTE: As these are unsecured channels, please respond off-line torsojmg@gwumc.edu. If anyone would like a copy of what I put together,please fax, on official letterhead with a signature, to (202) 728-4056 andI will forward a copy out to you.

>>We are currently reviewing our protocol for opening "suspiciouspackages" (biological only).

Currently, we are following our own written protocol, designed with BMBL4th ed. We are working in a BSL-3 lab, in a 4 ft. class II Bio-SafetyCabinet.

We were wondering if anyone else had written protocols for packagehandling/opening packages/letters, in either a controlled lab setting oruncontrolled response environment, that you'd be willing to send us tocompare. Any protocols, from handling, to storing to sampling would begreatly appreciated.

Your help is appreciated.

Jeff

Jeffrey M. Good

Sr. EHS Specialist

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance

The George Washington University Medical Center

(202) 994-5059

rsojmg@gwumc.edu

www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

--=_6C3682EA.5B3A4FDC

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Jeffrey Good.vcf"

BEGIN:VCARD

VERSION:2.1

X-GWTYPE:USER

FN:Jeffrey Good

TEL;WORK:202 994-5059

ORG:;Radiation Safety Office

TEL;PREF;FAX:202 728-4056

EMAIL;WORK;PREF;NGW:rsojmg@gwumc.edu

N:Good;Jeffrey

TITLE:Sr. Safety Specialist

END:VCARD

--=_6C3682EA.5B3A4FDC--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 25 Oct 2001 10:19:18 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      ADDITIONAL_Package Opening Protocol

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_FFA5116B.1D7C0996"

This is a MIME message. If you are reading this text, you may want to

consider changing to a mail reader or gateway that understands how to

properly handle MIME multipart messages.

--=_FFA5116B.1D7C0996

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Readers:

While I have no problem sending our version out to everyone (yes yourfaxes are coming through) I would like to see what you are doing as well -so we can confirm our practices. I'd like to hear from FD's, EmergencyManagers, Hospitals, etc - whether street responders or in a controlledlab environment like ours. I would be grateful if you would please forwardor fax me copies of your procedures.

I appreciate all of your help in this.

Apologize for cross-posting:

NOTE: As these are unsecured channels, please respond off-line torsojmg@gwumc.edu. If anyone would like a copy of what I put together,please fax, on official letterhead with a signature, to (202) 728-4056 andI will forward a copy out to you.

>>We are currently reviewing our protocol for opening "suspiciouspackages" (biological only).

Currently, we are following our own written protocol, designed with BMBL4th ed. We are working in a BSL-3 lab, in a 4 ft. class II Bio-SafetyCabinet.

We were wondering if anyone else had written protocols for packagehandling/opening packages/letters, in either a controlled lab setting oruncontrolled response environment, that you'd be willing to send us tocompare. Any protocols, from handling, to storing to sampling would begreatly appreciated.

Your help is appreciated.

Jeff

Jeffrey M. Good

Sr. EHS Specialist

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance

The George Washington University Medical Center

(202) 994-5059

rsojmg@gwumc.edu

www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

--=_FFA5116B.1D7C0996

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Jeffrey Good.vcf"

BEGIN:VCARD

VERSION:2.1

X-GWTYPE:USER

FN:Jeffrey Good

TEL;WORK:202 994-5059

ORG:;Radiation Safety Office

TEL;PREF;FAX:202 728-4056

EMAIL;WORK;PREF;NGW:rsojmg@gwumc.edu

N:Good;Jeffrey

TITLE:Sr. Safety Specialist

END:VCARD

--=_FFA5116B.1D7C0996--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Oct 2001 15:54:07 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Mann, Richard" <Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      UV to kill B. anthracis

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I have been asked the following question.

Do any of you have any information regarding the ability of the UV lamps to

kill B. anthracis spores?

Richard Mann, DVM

VMO

VA Northport, NY 11768

631 261 4400 x 2878

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Oct 2001 16:14:01 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How to decon Anthrax

In-Reply-To:  <sbd41e99.064@gwsmtp>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_115497596==_.ALT"

--=====================_115497596==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Alcohol, phenolics, quats are not sporicidal.

At 01:17 PM 10/22/01 -0400, you wrote:

>Does Isoporpanol work?

>

> >>> Don Callihan <Don_Callihan@BD.COM> 10/18/01 03:47PM >>>

>Lest we forget, most household "disinfectants" are EPA rated for killing

>Bacillus. True, B. cereus or B. subtilis are usually the test subjects, but

>if contact time and other nuances on the product label are followed, B.

>anthracis should succumb as well. I've recommended LysolTM to anyone who

>has asked. Most lab disinfectants are also sporocidal, bactericidal,

>fungicidal, tuberculocidal, and virucidal or some combination thereof.

>

>Comments, anyone?

>

>Don Callihan, Ph.D.

>Senior Clinical Microbiologist and Biosafety Officer

>BD Diagnostic Systems

>Sparks, MD 410.773.6684

>

>

>

>

>Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/18/2001 12:53:42

>PM

>

>Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>

>To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>cc:

>Subject:  How to decon Anthrax

>

>

>This is my second question for today.

>Our emergency response team is meeting today.

>I would like to know if there is any information available on how to

>decontaminate anthrax.

>

>Thanks a lot.

>

>Ninni

>

>

>Ninni Jacob, CHP

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety Office

>Brown University - Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

>Tel:401 863 1738

>Fax:401 863 7676

>

>email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 27 Oct 2001 15:49:34 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Autoclave for Dominica WI

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear colleagues:

I have been contacted by some friends from the lab at Princess Margaret

Hospital in Dominica, WI. The microbiology lab is in need of an autoclave.

There present one used for media preparation and sterilization of cultures

and stocks is on its last legs.

They do not need a large system (existing system has a volume of 40-55 liters

or 10-15 gallons). They would also prefer to have one in which water is

manually introduced. While a more sophisticated system with direct water

connection would be great, they do not have present plumbing infrastructure

within the lab to support that.  Voltage on the island is 220.

Any assistance is greatly appreciated. Please contact me directly at the

e-mail below.

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International, Inc.

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

USA

Phone: 001-860-675-1217

Fax: 001-860-675-1311

Mobile: 001-860-944-2373

ekrisiunas@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Oct 2001 07:49:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Mann, Richard" <Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      UV light to kill Anthrax spores

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Does anyone have information on wavelength(s) and time for UV exposure to

kill anthrax spores?

Thank you

Richard Mann, DVM

VMO, BSO

VA Northport

Northport NY

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Oct 2001 08:44:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      How to sample for anthrax?  Quick tests?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Here is another response from a friend. He is with FDNY & was at the

Command Post during the collapse.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

----- Forwarded by Kim Auletta/Admin on 10/29/2001 08:43 AM -----

                    "Zachary

                    Goldfarb"            To:     <socherm@trimedinc.com>, "Carl S.

                    <ZGold-NYC@att        Goodman, DO, EMT-P" <md110@optonline.net>,

                    .net>                 "DPI List" <dpi-list@disaster-dpi.com>,

                                          <bernholc@BNL.GOV>

                    10/28/2001           cc:     "Auletta, Kim"

                    03:30 AM              <kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu>

                                         Subject:     RE: [dpi-list] Fw: How to sample

                                          for anthrax?  Quick tests?

There is a device on the market called RAPID ... here's some basic info and

the link. It uses PCR technology to identify any sample with a DNA sequence

... no minimum number of spores.  It appears field-user friendly,

apparently

in use by DOD, and will give a result in the field in under 30 minutes.  I

observed it under field test recently, and it is impressive technology.  My

lab folks say the science is validated.  Cost~$60k/unit.

http://www.idahotech.com/rapid/

The R.A.P.I.D.* (Ruggedized Advanced Pathogen Identification Device) is a

specialty instrument for military field hospitals, first responders and

other rough environments. This instrument integrates Idaho Technology's

LightCycler(r) Instrument technology into a portable, impact resistant

package. Distinctive software allows simple "push button" use of the

R.A.P.I.D. System by field personnel with minimal training. This allows for

field identification of possibly dangerous pathogens quickly, safely, and

accurately.

Zachary Goldfarb, BS, CEM, EMT-P

Certified Emergency Manager

Tel:  800.IMS.4925   Fax: 516.505.1672

Email:  ZGold-NYC@att.net

-----Original Message-----

From: Myra Socher [mailto:socherm@trimedinc.com]

Sent: Saturday, October 20, 2001 6:19 AM

To: Carl S. Goodman, DO, EMT-P; DPI List

Cc: Auletta, Kim

Subject: RE: [dpi-list] Fw: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

I'm not an expert on detection but they seem to be the best thing available

right now.  I think that Montgomery County, MD is using them and you can

check with Chief Ted Jarboe at ted.jarboe@co.mo.md.us

I had seen them at a conference and suggested that our Bioterrorism Task

Force members take a look at them too.

Myra

Myra M. Socher, BS, NREMT/P

TRIMED/George Washington University

Rockville, MD

Phone:  301.610.2072

Fax:    301.610.2073

Pager:  888.589.3321

-----Original Message-----

From: Carl S. Goodman, DO, EMT-P [mailto:md110@optonline.net]

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2001 9:21 PM

To: DPI List

Cc: Auletta, Kim

Subject: [dpi-list] Fw: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

----- Original Message -----

From: <kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu>

To: <Jeanne.Alicandro@co.suffolk.ny.us>; <md110@optonline.net>;

<mgoldfarb1@southsidehospital.org>; <robert.delagi@co.suffolk.ny.us>;

<zgold-nyc@att.net>; "Fischler, David" <david.fischler@co.suffolk.ny.us>

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2001 10:24 AM

Subject: Re: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

> Any comments from any of our "experts" on this piece of equipment?

>

> Kim Auletta

> Lab Safety Specialist

> Environmental Health and Safety

> SUNY Stony Brook

> 110 Suffolk Hall

> Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> PHONE: 631-632-9672

> FAX: 631-632-9683

> E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

> ----- Forwarded by Kim Auletta/Admin on 10/19/2001 10:18 AM -----

>

>                     "Petuch, Brian

>                     R."                   To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>                     <brian_petuch@M       cc:

>                     ERCK.COM>             Subject:     Re: How to sample

for anthrax?

>                     Sent by: A             Quick tests?

>                     Biosafety

>                     Discussion List

>                     <BIOSAFTY@MITVM

>                     A.MIT.EDU>

>

>

>                     10/19/2001

>                     09:32 AM

>                     Please respond

>                     to A Biosafety

>                     Discussion List

>

>

>

>

>

>

> My public sector HAZMAT group has the Tetracore kit.  I've enclosed their

> website for further info.  http://www.alexeter.com/index.htm  They claim

> 95+

> accuracy, with minimal interference from related Bacillus sp.  We have

not

> used in the field at this time, as threats were not deemed credible.

They

> are not related to the SMART ticket, which was used during the Persian

Gulf

> war.

>

> For the microbiology side, review the following;  Dragon, D.C. et al,

Lett.

> Appl. Micro 2001, V33, 100-105. Makino, S.I., et al Lett. Appl. Micro

2001,

> V33, 237-240. Sjostedt, A. et al. FEMS Micro Ecology 1997, V23(2),

159-168.

> I've just started reviewing the literature.  We do not process samples

(but

> wish I could, as I would enjoy the field experience).  This is the

> responsibility of the NJ State Health Dept.

>

> Above is just my 0.02$, not opinion of my employer(s).

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Bernholc, Nicole M [mailto:bernholc@BNL.GOV]

> Sent: Friday, October 19, 2001 9:12 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

>

>

> Does anyone have a specific procedure for sampling / both wipe or air?

>

> What media does it grow on?

>

> There are some test strips out there ... Does anyone have any familiarity

> with this?

>

>

> Thanks>

>

>

> Nicole Bernholc, CIH

> Brookhaven National Laboratory

> Safety and Health Services Division

> Building 120

> Upton, NY 11973

>

> Office: (631) 344-2027    Fax:(631) 344-7497

> Pager: (631) 453-5864       Email: bernholc@bnl.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Oct 2001 08:56:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Petuch, Brian R." <brian_petuch@MERCK.COM>

Subject:      Re: How to sample for anthrax?  Quick tests?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

www.alexeter.com- This company has anthrax test kits (UNRELATED TO SMART

TICKET!) that I have reviewed and used.  Cost is reasonable ($495/25 kits)

and test time is 15 minutes.  They are approved for purchase with Domestic

Preparedness funds.

Brian Petuch

Dep HAZMAT Coordinator

Burlington County OEM

PO Box 6000

1 Academy Drive

Westampton, NJ  08060-6000

P  215-652-4039

F  215-993-4911

-----Original Message-----

From: Kim Auletta [mailto:kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Monday, October 29, 2001 8:45 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

Here is another response from a friend. He is with FDNY & was at the

Command Post during the collapse.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

----- Forwarded by Kim Auletta/Admin on 10/29/2001 08:43 AM -----

                    "Zachary

                    Goldfarb"            To:     <socherm@trimedinc.com>,

"Carl S.

                    <ZGold-NYC@att        Goodman, DO, EMT-P"

<md110@optonline.net>,

                    .net>                 "DPI List"

<dpi-list@disaster-dpi.com>,

                                          <bernholc@BNL.GOV>

                    10/28/2001           cc:     "Auletta, Kim"

                    03:30 AM              <kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu>

                                         Subject:     RE: [dpi-list] Fw: How

to sample

                                          for anthrax?  Quick tests?

There is a device on the market called RAPID ... here's some basic info and

the link. It uses PCR technology to identify any sample with a DNA sequence

... no minimum number of spores.  It appears field-user friendly,

apparently

in use by DOD, and will give a result in the field in under 30 minutes.  I

observed it under field test recently, and it is impressive technology.  My

lab folks say the science is validated.  Cost~$60k/unit.

http://www.idahotech.com/rapid/

The R.A.P.I.D.* (Ruggedized Advanced Pathogen Identification Device) is a

specialty instrument for military field hospitals, first responders and

other rough environments. This instrument integrates Idaho Technology's

LightCycler(r) Instrument technology into a portable, impact resistant

package. Distinctive software allows simple "push button" use of the

R.A.P.I.D. System by field personnel with minimal training. This allows for

field identification of possibly dangerous pathogens quickly, safely, and

accurately.

Zachary Goldfarb, BS, CEM, EMT-P

Certified Emergency Manager

Tel:  800.IMS.4925   Fax: 516.505.1672

Email:  ZGold-NYC@att.net

-----Original Message-----

From: Myra Socher [mailto:socherm@trimedinc.com]

Sent: Saturday, October 20, 2001 6:19 AM

To: Carl S. Goodman, DO, EMT-P; DPI List

Cc: Auletta, Kim

Subject: RE: [dpi-list] Fw: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

I'm not an expert on detection but they seem to be the best thing available

right now.  I think that Montgomery County, MD is using them and you can

check with Chief Ted Jarboe at ted.jarboe@co.mo.md.us

I had seen them at a conference and suggested that our Bioterrorism Task

Force members take a look at them too.

Myra

Myra M. Socher, BS, NREMT/P

TRIMED/George Washington University

Rockville, MD

Phone:  301.610.2072

Fax:    301.610.2073

Pager:  888.589.3321

-----Original Message-----

From: Carl S. Goodman, DO, EMT-P [mailto:md110@optonline.net]

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2001 9:21 PM

To: DPI List

Cc: Auletta, Kim

Subject: [dpi-list] Fw: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

----- Original Message -----

From: <kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu>

To: <Jeanne.Alicandro@co.suffolk.ny.us>; <md110@optonline.net>;

<mgoldfarb1@southsidehospital.org>; <robert.delagi@co.suffolk.ny.us>;

<zgold-nyc@att.net>; "Fischler, David" <david.fischler@co.suffolk.ny.us>

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2001 10:24 AM

Subject: Re: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

> Any comments from any of our "experts" on this piece of equipment?

>

> Kim Auletta

> Lab Safety Specialist

> Environmental Health and Safety

> SUNY Stony Brook

> 110 Suffolk Hall

> Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> PHONE: 631-632-9672

> FAX: 631-632-9683

> E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

> ----- Forwarded by Kim Auletta/Admin on 10/19/2001 10:18 AM -----

>

>                     "Petuch, Brian

>                     R."                   To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>                     <brian_petuch@M       cc:

>                     ERCK.COM>             Subject:     Re: How to sample

for anthrax?

>                     Sent by: A             Quick tests?

>                     Biosafety

>                     Discussion List

>                     <BIOSAFTY@MITVM

>                     A.MIT.EDU>

>

>

>                     10/19/2001

>                     09:32 AM

>                     Please respond

>                     to A Biosafety

>                     Discussion List

>

>

>

>

>

>

> My public sector HAZMAT group has the Tetracore kit.  I've enclosed their

> website for further info.  http://www.alexeter.com/index.htm  They claim

> 95+

> accuracy, with minimal interference from related Bacillus sp.  We have

not

> used in the field at this time, as threats were not deemed credible.

They

> are not related to the SMART ticket, which was used during the Persian

Gulf

> war.

>

> For the microbiology side, review the following;  Dragon, D.C. et al,

Lett.

> Appl. Micro 2001, V33, 100-105. Makino, S.I., et al Lett. Appl. Micro

2001,

> V33, 237-240. Sjostedt, A. et al. FEMS Micro Ecology 1997, V23(2),

159-168.

> I've just started reviewing the literature.  We do not process samples

(but

> wish I could, as I would enjoy the field experience).  This is the

> responsibility of the NJ State Health Dept.

>

> Above is just my 0.02$, not opinion of my employer(s).

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Bernholc, Nicole M [mailto:bernholc@BNL.GOV]

> Sent: Friday, October 19, 2001 9:12 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: How to sample for anthrax? Quick tests?

>

>

> Does anyone have a specific procedure for sampling / both wipe or air?

>

> What media does it grow on?

>

> There are some test strips out there ... Does anyone have any familiarity

> with this?

>

>

> Thanks>

>

>

> Nicole Bernholc, CIH

> Brookhaven National Laboratory

> Safety and Health Services Division

> Building 120

> Upton, NY 11973

>

> Office: (631) 344-2027    Fax:(631) 344-7497

> Pager: (631) 453-5864       Email: bernholc@bnl.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Oct 2001 11:22:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michelle DeStefano <destefam@CNYRC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Avirulent (?) strain of M tb

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi Paul,

As with other attenuated strains of Mtb or M. bovis (think BCG) the BSL-2

designation is appropriate for benchwork using the practices for BSL-2 that

you mentioned.  I would suggest that a baselins PPD be used, since an

exposure could result in a conversion.  Again, think of BCG where many

people (not all) who were vaccinated have a positive tb PPD.

Hope that this helps!

Michelle

At 02:48 PM 10/24/2001 -0400, you wrote:

>Hope y'all enjoyed New Orleans as much as I did.  A PI here wants to use

>M. tb H37RA; a strain described as avirulent and requiring work at BSL-2

>by ATCC who would be supplying it.  The lab would be using no other M tb

>so there would be no risk of confusing it with anything else there (as

>has been done in some diagnostic labs).

>

>My question is two-fold:

>

>Does the BSL2 (as opposed to "3") designation seem appropriate?

>(Provided that BSCs, centrifuge safety devices and other BSL-2 practices

>are in force) seem apprpropriate?

>

>and

>

>Does anyone know if despite its avirulence, an exposure would result in

>a PPD conversion (in which case a baseline PPD test for those not known

>to be +, would seem appropriate).

>

>Thank you.

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 477-4597

fax: (315) 476-5348

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Oct 2001 13:39:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: UV light to kill Anthrax spores

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

A related system (radials kill)...kind of neat...

http://enn.com/news/enn-stories/2001/10/10292001/anthrax_45390.asp

I would assume the UV system for anthrax would have similar problems as

the UV systems used for water treatment (primarily in Europe)...what

happens when the lights go dark or the UV does not kill the

critters...the answer is nothing and therein lies the problem.

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: Mann, Richard [mailto:Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV]

Sent: Monday, October 29, 2001 7:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: UV light to kill Anthrax spores

Does anyone have information on wavelength(s) and time for UV exposure

to

kill anthrax spores?

Thank you

Richard Mann, DVM

VMO, BSO

VA Northport

Northport NY

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Oct 2001 15:34:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barry Cohen <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

Subject:      Perception Survey

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------7B3CCACC197B185A44AD129A"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------7B3CCACC197B185A44AD129A

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Has anyone on the list(s) sent out a survey to their

employees to gauge their perception of the safety program.

If so, would you be willing to share that survey?

Regards,

Barry Cohen

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

195 Albany Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4492

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

--------------7B3CCACC197B185A44AD129A

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="bcohen.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Barry D. Cohen

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="bcohen.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Cohen;Barry

tel;pager:617-339-6958

tel;fax:617-613-4492

tel;work:617-613-4385

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:http://www.tktx.com

adr:;;195 Albany Street;Cambridge;MA;02139;USA

version:2.1

email;internet:bcohen@tktx.com

title:Director, Environmental Health & Safety

org;quoted-printable:Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.;Extension 4385...............Be Green=3B Be Safe!

fn:Barry Cohen

end:vcard

--------------7B3CCACC197B185A44AD129A--

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 30 Oct 2001 11:40:27 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear Listsibs:

As we all know,  anthrax is found in farm animals and in the soil in many

places.   I realize the spores in this case are larger, and can mainly

cause cutaneous anthrax or GI anthrax if infected animal meat is eaten. I

understand that the spores found in the DC area offices were finer and

could cause inhalation anthrax. The question is, is there any data on the

background level of anthrax, of either variety?  Does anyone know if there

is a level above which the test is considered positive?

In the radiation safety area, background levels in different areas have

been established, and therefore it is easy to tell when something is

contaminated. I wonder if that is true for biological agents? I am sure it

is harder to establish.

However, it seems somewhat dubious to say that a single spore found in a

single air filter indicates contaminated mail has passed through the facility.

Any info is appreciated.

Sincerely

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 30 Oct 2001 11:57:01 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: How to sample for anthrax?  Quick tests?

In-Reply-To:  <OF39026CD4.38B4A6F8-ON85256AF4.004B6D82@cc.sunysb.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_96001923==_.ALT"

--=====================_96001923==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Please remember that none of the quick tests have been independently

confirmed for sensitivity or specificity.  The CDC is currently performing

those tests.  While the science behind immune assays or PCR is good, the

execution could still be BAD.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 30 Oct 2001 18:14:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Ninni,  First, there is no difference in the size of "farm" anthrax and "DC"

anthrax.  Anthrax spores are Anthrax spores.  The difference is that on the

farm, the bacteria and their spores are associated with relatively large

particulates such as dirt, hair, materials from infected animals, while

those used in the 'terrorist' attack have been grown in the laboratory and

probably prepared, perhaps by grinding, as powder which can be aerosolized

and thus cause inhalation disease.

Any level of Anthrax below the infective dose for inhalation exposure might

be considered to be acceptable, BUT, in fact there is no acceptable limit

for Anthrax in an area where it does not occur naturally and the middle of

an office building in downtown DC is not a natural habitat for this

organism.  The problem with testing is that we do not have a "real time"

mechanism for following the levels of microorganisms in the environment so

any test is only a snapshot in time of the potential for contamination.

Does a negative test mean that there is no Anthrax present?  No, it only

means that we have not captured it in our testing procedure.  What happens

if don't find anything?  Can we tell occupants of the building that there is

no risk?  No!!  Testing should be reserved for an epidemiologic evaluation

of a real threat, not as a "make em feel good" response.

We have come up with a lot of good ideas, and protocols for responding to a

potential Anthrax attack and the public has been worked up to the point of

semi-hysteria.  While we are focusing on Anthrax, what other agent or agents

that can't be as easily detected could be introduced into our environments.

We now know that we can be attacked in this way.  I would suggest that while

we have to deal with the Anthrax scare at the moment, we also need to

seriously begin to look at the mechanisms for protecting our public and

private buildings from future attacks either at the hands of terrorists or

at the hands of the crazies of this world.  We should be pro-active in our

approach and not reactive as we are currently being.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Ninni Jacob" <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Tuesday, October 30, 2001 11:40 AM

Subject: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

> Dear Listsibs:

>

> As we all know,  anthrax is found in farm animals and in the soil in many

> places.   I realize the spores in this case are larger, and can mainly

> cause cutaneous anthrax or GI anthrax if infected animal meat is eaten. I

> understand that the spores found in the DC area offices were finer and

> could cause inhalation anthrax. The question is, is there any data on the

> background level of anthrax, of either variety?  Does anyone know if there

> is a level above which the test is considered positive?

>

> In the radiation safety area, background levels in different areas have

> been established, and therefore it is easy to tell when something is

> contaminated. I wonder if that is true for biological agents? I am sure it

> is harder to establish.

> However, it seems somewhat dubious to say that a single spore found in a

> single air filter indicates contaminated mail has passed through the

facility.

>

> Any info is appreciated.

>

> Sincerely

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

> Ninni Jacob, CHP

> Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety Office

> Brown University - Box 1914

> 164 Angell Street

> Providence, RI 02912

>

> Tel:401 863 1738

> Fax:401 863 7676

>

> email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 30 Oct 2001 18:04:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Don Callihan <Don_Callihan@BD.COM>

Subject:      Re: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Colleagues and Friends,

Anthrax spores are ONLY found in the environment (soil) where infected

animals have been processed or disposed of. In North America, endemic

Bacillus anthracis is known to occur in the northernmost states (like in

the bison population in Wyoming) and in the central Canadian provinces.

There is a small focus of soil contamination in a region of New York State

where the textile industry used to flourish, and there have historically

been cases of "woolsorter's disease", as the cutaneous form is known.

Woolsorter's disease is a zoonosis resulting from occupational exposure of

veterinarians, abbatoir workers, butchers, and those who handle the hides

or carcasses of infected animals.To put your question in perspective, there

have been isolated cases of bovine anthrax in this region of New York State

around every 5-10 years since the 1950s and no human cases of cutaneous,

respiratory, or systemic anthrax reported during that time period.

When I first heard early reports of the index Florida case and the news

that he had been in North Carolina a month or so before showing symptoms of

pulmonary anthrax, I was visiting a veterinary research scientist who is an

expert in animal botulism, tetanus, and other diseases caused by

spore-forming anaerobes. He has also consulted on some cases of anthrax. We

both concluded that the initial case was likely a bioterrorism event

because there is no known evidence of endemic anthrax spores in soil or in

animals in any of the southeastern states.

So (my opinion), there is no such thing as background levels of Bacillus

anthracis that could be characterized as "safe". Very few people in the

United States have EVER been exposed to anthrax spores from the environment

or from animal food sources. Via Pro-MED, there have been a number of

outbreaks of human anthrax reported, mostly of the cutaneous or systemic

variety in several nations of the former Soviet Union in recent years. As I

recall, most if not all of them were a result of processing or consuming

the meat of infected animals, a number of which were showing signs of

disease before they were slaughtered. In some parts of the world, any

source of meat protein is fair game.

One other thing to consider... Reports in the popular press have stated

that the amount of spores that are needed to infect by inhalation is

"thousands" (I cannot recall the exact number given). The range usually

quoted is the LD50 for animals that have been dosed in a laboratory

setting. The true infectious dose is probably ONE inhaled spore! A single

spore that successfully germinates in the lung of a person with underlying

respiratory disease (chronic cigarette smoker, emphysema, pneumonia,

silicosis, etc.) is likely to be lethal. For the rest of us, some will be

able to tolerate and neutralize a relatively high spore count. On a

population level, the infectious dose is the good ole bell-shaped curve

around some unknown median. Once the spore germinates, the vegetative cell

produces a unique capsule that resists phagocytosis, so after that the

organism can literally grow unchecked within the oxygenated culture medium

of the blood, skin, lung, or wherever the spore was deposited.

So there is my opinion on this one, based on 30+ years experience in human

and veterinary clinical labs. I hope this is accurate information and is

useful to your understanding of new epidemiology of an old disease. I

welcome any corrections to errors, omissions, or misinformation. We are all

learning about this new threat to the public health.

I hope you and your love ones remain healthy and safe.

Best wishes,

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Senior Clinical Microbiologist and Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

Sparks, MD 21152

Phone 410-773-6684

Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/30/2001 11:40:27

AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

Dear Listsibs:

As we all know,  anthrax is found in farm animals and in the soil in many

places.   I realize the spores in this case are larger, and can mainly

cause cutaneous anthrax or GI anthrax if infected animal meat is eaten. I

understand that the spores found in the DC area offices were finer and

could cause inhalation anthrax. The question is, is there any data on the

background level of anthrax, of either variety?  Does anyone know if there

is a level above which the test is considered positive?

In the radiation safety area, background levels in different areas have

been established, and therefore it is easy to tell when something is

contaminated. I wonder if that is true for biological agents? I am sure it

is harder to establish.

However, it seems somewhat dubious to say that a single spore found in a

single air filter indicates contaminated mail has passed through the

facility.

Any info is appreciated.

Sincerely

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 30 Oct 2001 18:11:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Don Callihan <Don_Callihan@BD.COM>

Subject:      Re: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Colleagues and Friends,

To reinforce my earlier ramblings, here is a posting on today's

ProMed-mail. Several of my comments relevent to human and animal disease

are illustrated in this report.

Thanks for your indulgence.

Don Callihan

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

Date: Tue, 30 Oct 2001 16:58:04 -0500 (EST)

From: ProMED-mail <promed@promed.isid.harvard.edu>

Subject: PRO/AH/EDR> Anthrax, human & livestock - Zimbabwe (02)

ANTHRAX, HUMAN & LIVESTOCK - ZIMBABWE (02)

********************************************

A ProMED-mail post

<http://www.promedmail.org>

ProMED-mail is a program of the

International Society for Infectious Diseases

<http://www.isid.org>

[see also:

Anthrax, human & livestock - Zimbabwe      20010118.0147

2000

- -------

Anthrax, human & livestock - Zimbabwe         20001216.2204

Anthrax, human & livestock - Zimbabwe (02) 20001219.2226

Anthrax, human & livestock - Zimbabwe (03) 20001224.2272]

[1]

Date: Sun 28 Oct 2001

From: ProMED-mail <promed@promedmail.org>

Source:  Xinhua News Agency 27 Oct 2001 [edited]

Zimbabwe Launches Mass Anthrax Vaccination Campaign

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

- ---

Zimbabwean health officials have launched a mass anthrax campaign

after at least 15 people contracted the disease in central Zimbabwe,

apparently after butchering infected cows, the official Zimbabwe

Broadcasting Corporation reported on Saturday. On Friday, the official

Herald newspaper said the latest outbreak was first noticed in cattle

in early October, with the first human case reported on 20 Oct 2001.

Of the 15 people suffering in the latest outbreak, 2 are in serious

condition and are receiving treatment at a hospital in the central

town of Kwekwe. In December 2000, an anthrax outbreak killed 9 people

in similar circumstances in villages about 100 km  west of Harare [the

capital].

- --

ProMED-mail

<promed@promedmail.org>

[Actually the 2000 series of outbreaks -- see refs above -- killed 11

people, but there were 960 clinical cases. These paralleled some 188

livestock cases in Manicaland, Mashonaland, Masvingo, and

Matabeleland. The reverse ratio in Zimbabwe reflects the significant

rural poverty and resultant lack of meat -- villagers will take the

risk of disease and death when skinning and butchering anthrax

carcasses. With the continuing political and economic problems in the

country the situation will not be reversed quickly nor easily. -

Mod.MHJ]

*****

[2]

Date: Mon, 29 Oct 2001 18:58:16 -0500

From: ProMED-mail <promed@promedmail.org>

Source:  African Eye News Service/All Africa Global Media 29 Oct 2001

[edited]

Zim Anthrax Outbreak Spreads South

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

An anthrax outbreak in Zimbabwe's central district of Kwekwe is

spreading south towards the South African border.

The Midlands provincial health medical director, Christopher Zishiri,

confirmed that 5 cattle died last week &15 people had contracted the

disease after eating infected meat. He said there were indications

that the disease was spreading southwards, towards the South

Africa/Matabeleland border. "[I]t is spreading and needs urgent

attention," Zishiri said.

Director for the department of veterinary services Dr Stuart

Hargreaves confirmed the outbreak. "We have been quick to arrive at

the scene as soon as we get reports but the disease is so vicious that

the cattle die in a matter of hours," Dr Hargreaves said. He said

anthrax outbreaks were prevalent in the tropics, but government

officials have launched an investigation to determine whether the

outbreak is natural or the work of a

group.

[By Thabo Mzimkhulu]

- --

ProMED-mail

<promed@promedmail.org>

[In the current confrontational situation in Zimbabwe claims of

agricultural terrorism are to be expected, though the outbreak is

almost certainly a result of natural events and the  progressive

slackening off of control programmes. - Mod.MHJ]

.......................................................mpp/mhj/pg/jw

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

Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/30/2001 11:40:27

AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

Dear Listsibs:

As we all know,  anthrax is found in farm animals and in the soil in many

places.   I realize the spores in this case are larger, and can mainly

cause cutaneous anthrax or GI anthrax if infected animal meat is eaten. I

understand that the spores found in the DC area offices were finer and

could cause inhalation anthrax. The question is, is there any data on the

background level of anthrax, of either variety?  Does anyone know if there

is a level above which the test is considered positive?

In the radiation safety area, background levels in different areas have

been established, and therefore it is easy to tell when something is

contaminated. I wonder if that is true for biological agents? I am sure it

is harder to establish.

However, it seems somewhat dubious to say that a single spore found in a

single air filter indicates contaminated mail has passed through the

facility.

Any info is appreciated.

Sincerely

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 31 Oct 2001 09:51:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Expound on the proactive approach, please.

There are literally millions of bio/chem. agents one could use to mess

with a building. 

I am not sure how you protect against them.

Personally, I see the biggest threat coming from showing the terrorists

that they are winning.  Being scared, spending gobs of money, and

stopping our lives means the terrorist win.

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: J.H. Keene [mailto:jkeene@EROLS.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, October 30, 2001 6:15 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

Ninni,  First, there is no difference in the size of "farm" anthrax and

"DC"

anthrax.  Anthrax spores are Anthrax spores.  The difference is that on

the

farm, the bacteria and their spores are associated with relatively large

particulates such as dirt, hair, materials from infected animals, while

those used in the 'terrorist' attack have been grown in the laboratory

and

probably prepared, perhaps by grinding, as powder which can be

aerosolized

and thus cause inhalation disease.

Any level of Anthrax below the infective dose for inhalation exposure

might

be considered to be acceptable, BUT, in fact there is no acceptable

limit

for Anthrax in an area where it does not occur naturally and the middle

of

an office building in downtown DC is not a natural habitat for this

organism.  The problem with testing is that we do not have a "real time"

mechanism for following the levels of microorganisms in the environment

so

any test is only a snapshot in time of the potential for contamination.

Does a negative test mean that there is no Anthrax present?  No, it only

means that we have not captured it in our testing procedure.  What

happens

if don't find anything?  Can we tell occupants of the building that

there is

no risk?  No!!  Testing should be reserved for an epidemiologic

evaluation

of a real threat, not as a "make em feel good" response.

We have come up with a lot of good ideas, and protocols for responding

to a

potential Anthrax attack and the public has been worked up to the point

of

semi-hysteria.  While we are focusing on Anthrax, what other agent or

agents

that can't be as easily detected could be introduced into our

environments.

We now know that we can be attacked in this way.  I would suggest that

while

we have to deal with the Anthrax scare at the moment, we also need to

seriously begin to look at the mechanisms for protecting our public and

private buildings from future attacks either at the hands of terrorists

or

at the hands of the crazies of this world.  We should be pro-active in

our

approach and not reactive as we are currently being.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Ninni Jacob" <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Tuesday, October 30, 2001 11:40 AM

Subject: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

> Dear Listsibs:

>

> As we all know,  anthrax is found in farm animals and in the soil in

many

> places.   I realize the spores in this case are larger, and can mainly

> cause cutaneous anthrax or GI anthrax if infected animal meat is

eaten. I

> understand that the spores found in the DC area offices were finer and

> could cause inhalation anthrax. The question is, is there any data on

the

> background level of anthrax, of either variety?  Does anyone know if

there

> is a level above which the test is considered positive?

>

> In the radiation safety area, background levels in different areas

have

> been established, and therefore it is easy to tell when something is

> contaminated. I wonder if that is true for biological agents? I am

sure it

> is harder to establish.

> However, it seems somewhat dubious to say that a single spore found in

a

> single air filter indicates contaminated mail has passed through the

facility.

>

> Any info is appreciated.

>

> Sincerely

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

> Ninni Jacob, CHP

> Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety Office

> Brown University - Box 1914

> 164 Angell Street

> Providence, RI 02912

>

> Tel:401 863 1738

> Fax:401 863 7676

>

> email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 31 Oct 2001 09:56:56 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

One thing that was touched on early in the anthrax discussions in the

pop media (not sure what folks are saying now) was that anthrax actually

happens much more than we (the public) think and the health care

professionals count.

As I understand it, the "disease" progresses in a fashion similar to

many other diseases.  Since it is "rare" folks do not diagnosis it and

therefore it gets counted as cause of death is X, not anthrax.

Maybe it is just the way we count things--for example AIDS, which does

not kill anyone, and the cold/heat which is counted as "responsible" for

a number of deaths, but likely was just the straw.

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: Don Callihan [mailto:Don_Callihan@BD.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, October 30, 2001 6:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

Colleagues and Friends,

Anthrax spores are ONLY found in the environment (soil) where infected

animals have been processed or disposed of. In North America, endemic

Bacillus anthracis is known to occur in the northernmost states (like in

the bison population in Wyoming) and in the central Canadian provinces.

There is a small focus of soil contamination in a region of New York

State

where the textile industry used to flourish, and there have historically

been cases of "woolsorter's disease", as the cutaneous form is known.

Woolsorter's disease is a zoonosis resulting from occupational exposure

of

veterinarians, abbatoir workers, butchers, and those who handle the

hides

or carcasses of infected animals.To put your question in perspective,

there

have been isolated cases of bovine anthrax in this region of New York

State

around every 5-10 years since the 1950s and no human cases of cutaneous,

respiratory, or systemic anthrax reported during that time period.

When I first heard early reports of the index Florida case and the news

that he had been in North Carolina a month or so before showing symptoms

of

pulmonary anthrax, I was visiting a veterinary research scientist who is

an

expert in animal botulism, tetanus, and other diseases caused by

spore-forming anaerobes. He has also consulted on some cases of anthrax.

We

both concluded that the initial case was likely a bioterrorism event

because there is no known evidence of endemic anthrax spores in soil or

in

animals in any of the southeastern states.

So (my opinion), there is no such thing as background levels of Bacillus

anthracis that could be characterized as "safe". Very few people in the

United States have EVER been exposed to anthrax spores from the

environment

or from animal food sources. Via Pro-MED, there have been a number of

outbreaks of human anthrax reported, mostly of the cutaneous or systemic

variety in several nations of the former Soviet Union in recent years.

As I

recall, most if not all of them were a result of processing or consuming

the meat of infected animals, a number of which were showing signs of

disease before they were slaughtered. In some parts of the world, any

source of meat protein is fair game.

One other thing to consider... Reports in the popular press have stated

that the amount of spores that are needed to infect by inhalation is

"thousands" (I cannot recall the exact number given). The range usually

quoted is the LD50 for animals that have been dosed in a laboratory

setting. The true infectious dose is probably ONE inhaled spore! A

single

spore that successfully germinates in the lung of a person with

underlying

respiratory disease (chronic cigarette smoker, emphysema, pneumonia,

silicosis, etc.) is likely to be lethal. For the rest of us, some will

be

able to tolerate and neutralize a relatively high spore count. On a

population level, the infectious dose is the good ole bell-shaped curve

around some unknown median. Once the spore germinates, the vegetative

cell

produces a unique capsule that resists phagocytosis, so after that the

organism can literally grow unchecked within the oxygenated culture

medium

of the blood, skin, lung, or wherever the spore was deposited.

So there is my opinion on this one, based on 30+ years experience in

human

and veterinary clinical labs. I hope this is accurate information and is

useful to your understanding of new epidemiology of an old disease. I

welcome any corrections to errors, omissions, or misinformation. We are

all

learning about this new threat to the public health.

I hope you and your love ones remain healthy and safe.

Best wishes,

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Senior Clinical Microbiologist and Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

Sparks, MD 21152

Phone 410-773-6684

Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/30/2001

11:40:27

AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

Dear Listsibs:

As we all know,  anthrax is found in farm animals and in the soil in

many

places.   I realize the spores in this case are larger, and can mainly

cause cutaneous anthrax or GI anthrax if infected animal meat is eaten.

I

understand that the spores found in the DC area offices were finer and

could cause inhalation anthrax. The question is, is there any data on

the

background level of anthrax, of either variety?  Does anyone know if

there

is a level above which the test is considered positive?

In the radiation safety area, background levels in different areas have

been established, and therefore it is easy to tell when something is

contaminated. I wonder if that is true for biological agents? I am sure

it

is harder to establish.

However, it seems somewhat dubious to say that a single spore found in a

single air filter indicates contaminated mail has passed through the

facility.

Any info is appreciated.

Sincerely

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 31 Oct 2001 12:10:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Don Callihan <Don_Callihan@BD.COM>
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What you say may be true for other infectious diseases, but I can't imagine

anthrax being under reported (no human cases for many years). As a clinical

microbiologist with experience working with infectious disease physicians

and generalists alike, there is no way a case of anthrax would not be

reported either by the lab isolating the organism or the physician making a

diagnosis. At least once a month in a major medical center, Bacillus

spp.are isolated as contaminants in blood cultures. The lab makes every

effort to rule out B. anthracis, even if inconsistent with the clinical

picture. Believe me, although the disease starts out as a "flu-like"

illness, the progression of any form of anthrax leading to death is quite

unique. The final stages is systemic coagulopathy, essentially bleeding

from all orifices. In this way, anthrax is similar to end-stage hemorrhagic

fever.

It may be dangerous to allow the "pop media" to color your views as a

scientist. Let's stick to the facts and let the paranoia of a "coverup" or

"unrecognized cases" to people who make their living by preying on the

fears of others.

Respectfully,

Don Callihan

Norman Umberger <numberger@SMCM.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/31/2001 09:56:56

AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Re: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

One thing that was touched on early in the anthrax discussions in the

pop media (not sure what folks are saying now) was that anthrax actually

happens much more than we (the public) think and the health care

professionals count.

As I understand it, the "disease" progresses in a fashion similar to

many other diseases.  Since it is "rare" folks do not diagnosis it and

therefore it gets counted as cause of death is X, not anthrax.

Maybe it is just the way we count things--for example AIDS, which does

not kill anyone, and the cold/heat which is counted as "responsible" for

a number of deaths, but likely was just the straw.

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: Don Callihan [mailto:Don_Callihan@BD.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, October 30, 2001 6:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

Colleagues and Friends,

Anthrax spores are ONLY found in the environment (soil) where infected

animals have been processed or disposed of. In North America, endemic

Bacillus anthracis is known to occur in the northernmost states (like in

the bison population in Wyoming) and in the central Canadian provinces.

There is a small focus of soil contamination in a region of New York

State

where the textile industry used to flourish, and there have historically

been cases of "woolsorter's disease", as the cutaneous form is known.

Woolsorter's disease is a zoonosis resulting from occupational exposure

of

veterinarians, abbatoir workers, butchers, and those who handle the

hides

or carcasses of infected animals.To put your question in perspective,

there

have been isolated cases of bovine anthrax in this region of New York

State

around every 5-10 years since the 1950s and no human cases of cutaneous,

respiratory, or systemic anthrax reported during that time period.

When I first heard early reports of the index Florida case and the news

that he had been in North Carolina a month or so before showing symptoms

of

pulmonary anthrax, I was visiting a veterinary research scientist who is

an

expert in animal botulism, tetanus, and other diseases caused by

spore-forming anaerobes. He has also consulted on some cases of anthrax.

We

both concluded that the initial case was likely a bioterrorism event

because there is no known evidence of endemic anthrax spores in soil or

in

animals in any of the southeastern states.

So (my opinion), there is no such thing as background levels of Bacillus

anthracis that could be characterized as "safe". Very few people in the

United States have EVER been exposed to anthrax spores from the

environment

or from animal food sources. Via Pro-MED, there have been a number of

outbreaks of human anthrax reported, mostly of the cutaneous or systemic

variety in several nations of the former Soviet Union in recent years.

As I

recall, most if not all of them were a result of processing or consuming

the meat of infected animals, a number of which were showing signs of

disease before they were slaughtered. In some parts of the world, any

source of meat protein is fair game.

One other thing to consider... Reports in the popular press have stated

that the amount of spores that are needed to infect by inhalation is

"thousands" (I cannot recall the exact number given). The range usually

quoted is the LD50 for animals that have been dosed in a laboratory

setting. The true infectious dose is probably ONE inhaled spore! A

single

spore that successfully germinates in the lung of a person with

underlying

respiratory disease (chronic cigarette smoker, emphysema, pneumonia,

silicosis, etc.) is likely to be lethal. For the rest of us, some will

be

able to tolerate and neutralize a relatively high spore count. On a

population level, the infectious dose is the good ole bell-shaped curve

around some unknown median. Once the spore germinates, the vegetative

cell

produces a unique capsule that resists phagocytosis, so after that the

organism can literally grow unchecked within the oxygenated culture

medium

of the blood, skin, lung, or wherever the spore was deposited.

So there is my opinion on this one, based on 30+ years experience in

human

and veterinary clinical labs. I hope this is accurate information and is

useful to your understanding of new epidemiology of an old disease. I

welcome any corrections to errors, omissions, or misinformation. We are

all

learning about this new threat to the public health.

I hope you and your love ones remain healthy and safe.

Best wishes,

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Senior Clinical Microbiologist and Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

Sparks, MD 21152

Phone 410-773-6684

Ninni Jacob <ninni_jacob@BROWN.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/30/2001

11:40:27

AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Is there a safe background level of anthrax?

Dear Listsibs:

As we all know,  anthrax is found in farm animals and in the soil in

many

places.   I realize the spores in this case are larger, and can mainly

cause cutaneous anthrax or GI anthrax if infected animal meat is eaten.

I

understand that the spores found in the DC area offices were finer and

could cause inhalation anthrax. The question is, is there any data on

the

background level of anthrax, of either variety?  Does anyone know if

there

is a level above which the test is considered positive?

In the radiation safety area, background levels in different areas have

been established, and therefore it is easy to tell when something is

contaminated. I wonder if that is true for biological agents? I am sure

it

is harder to establish.

However, it seems somewhat dubious to say that a single spore found in a

single air filter indicates contaminated mail has passed through the

facility.

Any info is appreciated.

Sincerely

Ninni Jacob, CHP

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Brown University - Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

Tel:401 863 1738

Fax:401 863 7676

email: Ninni_Jacob@brown.edu
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I concur with Dr. Callihan.  The numbers being quoted in the media are

actually LD50 numbers based at least partially on experiments conducted on

anesthetized monkeys.  The infectious dose is probably much lower than

"several thousand" spores for the average human.  We really don't know, and

yes one spore in the right place under the right conditions can lead to a

clinical infection resulting in death if not treated.

This situation points out that we don't know as much about this disease as

we thought and we will probably continue to be surprised in the future.

Randall S. Morin, DrPH

Director; Environment, Health & Safety

SAIC Frederick, Inc.

National Cancer Institute at Frederick

Fort Detrick, MD 21702-1201

Tel:  301 846-1740
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Subject:      Re: Infectious Dose
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The numbers being reported are from the CDC and USAMRID and are partially

based on info from the Soviet accident.  It is unlikely that a single spore

could produce anthrax in a healthy human.  If it could then anthrax would

have been much more common in the wool, hide, leather businesses and would

be fairly common in areas in the world where there is endemic anthrax.

It is important to neither under estimate nor over state the potential for

illness from anthrax.

At 01:02 PM 10/31/01 -0500, you wrote:

>I concur with Dr. Callihan.  The numbers being quoted in the media are

>actually LD50 numbers based at least partially on experiments conducted on

>anesthetized monkeys.  The infectious dose is probably much lower than

>"several thousand" spores for the average human.  We really don't know, and

>yes one spore in the right place under the right conditions can lead to a

>clinical infection resulting in death if not treated.

>

>This situation points out that we don't know as much about this disease as

>we thought and we will probably continue to be surprised in the future.

>

>

>Randall S. Morin, DrPH

>Director; Environment, Health & Safety

>SAIC Frederick, Inc.

>National Cancer Institute at Frederick

>Fort Detrick, MD 21702-1201

>Tel:  301 846-1740

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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Subject:      Re: Infectious Dose
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I agree with Dr. Callihan.  The one thing that we all should remember is that

any microbe that is naturally uncommon, is not going to have a lot of good data

about infectious dose (max and mins).  Also once a naturally occurring microbe

is engineered to a small particle size (capable of entering the lower alveolar

spaces of the lungs) it's properties and virulence could dramatically change -

either for the worse or the better.  Just like chemical exposures - microbial

exposures to the lower lungs (compared to ingestion and percutaneous) usually

enhance the possibility of harm.  For all we know - a 5 micron aerosol exposure

to many common avirulent lab strains could be lethal.  My point is, you can not

gauge the potential risk of harm from any microbe without first taking into

account the particle size and potential for aerosol generation by the

operations.  I think the first thing that should be done during any

investigation of an outbreak is to have an on-site visit and actually visualize

the mechanical operations involved in the processes.  It's mans involvement with

natural processes that we need to keep an eye out for.

Judy Pointer

Randall Morin <morin@NCIFCRF.GOV> on 10/31/2001 12:02:59 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

Subject:  Infectious Dose

I concur with Dr. Callihan.  The numbers being quoted in the media are

actually LD50 numbers based at least partially on experiments conducted on

anesthetized monkeys.  The infectious dose is probably much lower than

"several thousand" spores for the average human.  We really don't know, and

yes one spore in the right place under the right conditions can lead to a

clinical infection resulting in death if not treated.

This situation points out that we don't know as much about this disease as

we thought and we will probably continue to be surprised in the future.

Randall S. Morin, DrPH

Director; Environment, Health & Safety

SAIC Frederick, Inc.

National Cancer Institute at Frederick

Fort Detrick, MD 21702-1201

Tel:  301 846-1740
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Subject:      anthrax part 65
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Do folks like this "new" idea?

ClO2 pumped into a building and left to sit in building...supposed to be

effective at concentrations less than the corrosive levels (not sure if

there is a proper term for that conc.)

http://www.newscientist.com/hottopics/bioterrorism/bioterrorism.jsp?id=3D=

n

s99991494

general anthrax...says there were 3 human cases in the US from 88-95

http://www.vetmed.lsu.edu/whocc/mp_world.htm

Norm
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>   Also once a naturally occurring microbe

>is engineered to a small particle size (capable of entering the lower alveolar

>spaces of the lungs) it's properties and virulence could dramatically change -

>either for the worse or the better.

Anthrax naturally exists in small particles, that is why people get

inhalation anthrax when working on materials from infected animals.  Since

the spore has an aerodynamic size of about 2 microns, you can't get too

many spores clumping together before it is no longer an inhalable

size.  The only difference between the natural exposure and the envelop

exposure is concentration of the spores - much higher in the envelop.

In Cambridge, MA the average particle size that bacteria hitch-hike on is

about 6 microns.  We recovered many CFU's from smaller particles, going all

the way down to about 1 micron.  So, theoretically anthrax contaminated

soil could also produce inhalation disease.  If anthrax was infective down

to a single spore, there would be a lot more cases of inhalation anthrax.

>Just like chemical exposures - microbial

>exposures to the lower lungs (compared to ingestion and percutaneous) usually

>enhance the possibility of harm.  For all we know - a 5 micron aerosol

>exposure

>to many common avirulent lab strains could be lethal.

Very unlikely, many common lab manipulations produce <5 micron particles

but lab acquired illnesses to immune competent personnel have only been

recorded for known pathogens.  We are constantly breathing in

microorganisms on respirable sized particles (see above) and the things we

are sickened by are virulent pathogens.  Occassionally pathogens thought to

infect only via ingestion or direct blood contact have been shown to be

able to infect via an aerosol.

So, once again, let us take a deep breath and not panic.  These attacks

have been vastly overblown by our wonderful media and some of our

government officials.  I much rather see terrorists using microbes then

nerve gases, blister agents, other nasty chemicals where one does not have

an opportunity for treatment.  As of Oct. 30th there has been 20 confirmed

and suspected cases of anthrax and 4 deaths.  For a terrorist attack, this

is relatively minor but it has succeeded in spreading terror far in excess

of what it deserves.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu
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FYI.. Chronicle of Higher Ed article re: Sen. Feinstein's proposedlegislation that would put tighther controls on university labs.

http://chronicle.com/free/2001/11/2001110101n.htm

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu 
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Thank you senator from California. See you in a couple of weeks. At 09:50

AM 11/1/01 -0500, you wrote:

>FYI.. Chronicle of Higher Ed article re: Sen. Feinstein's proposed

>legislation that would put tighther controls on university labs.

>

><http://chronicle.com/free/2001/11/2001110101n.htm>http://chronicle.com/free/2001/11/2001110101n.htm

>

>Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

>Department of Environmental Health &Safety

>University of Louisville

>(502) 852-2954

>e-mail: <mailto:cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu>cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu
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This morning in the Houston Chronicle we have a Nobel prize winning molecular

biologist at Harvard - Matthew Meselson, saying - some people who died after the

accident (in Russia) inhaled as few as nine bacterial spores  -  and  "the

assumption of a threshold is untenable and may lead you to a bad practice."

Face it - we don't know the minimum infectious dose of inhaled Anthrax.  And we

don't really know the minimum infectious inhaled dose of a lot of pathogens or

even a lot of common environmental contaminants.  So, making the assumption that

an organism is harmless when it hasn't been experimentally tested or

epidemiologically experienced as an inhalant, is probably not a smart thing to

do.  I think the only advice to give in this case is - stick to  physical

methods available to minimize contact and inhalation when working around

microbes - and not worry about the dose.  Will this cause panic and cost money?

- yes.  Meanwhile, I hope molecular biologists will turn some of their attention

to finding out just what makes each microbe cause disease in relation to target

tissues from various exposure routes.
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For what its worth, Meselson didn't win the Nobel Prize.
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To the Collective(s):

I have been asked by Senior Management to help with the

removal of plants from inside R&D labs.  Also, the removal

of a Bird Feeder from outside the entrance of the R&D

building.

I need a little assistance with justification.  I can't just

go in like a storm trooper.  This could turn out to be a

political issue, but sound justification can help.

We have some Gene Therapy manufacturing going on in this

building as well.

Your thoughts are greatly appreciated.

--bdc
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I think you can start with the FDA regs on cGMP for the gene therapy

projects and build from there.  the website is

http://www.fda.gov/cber/

With plants, there is soil and/or water, which means you provide an

environment for soil and water bacteria, fungi, other adventitiousagents,

dust, dirt, etc....you get the picture no doubt.

ditto with the bird feeder--if it cannot be kept really clean, then you

provide an added opportunity with bird droppings, for a medium for

histoplasmosis, etc.  which can then be carried into the building onfolks

shoes...maybe that's getting too carried away.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO=A0 80262

Voice:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

email:=A0=A0=A0 therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jong Teck Keong <jongtk@IMCB.NUS.EDU.SG>

Subject:      removal of equipments from bl3 lab

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0019_01C163BD.B3BF6C00"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0019_01C163BD.B3BF6C00

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi all,

I have some equipments (balance, waterbath, micro-centrifuges etc) inthe BL3 lab that has to be removed for repair or to be condemned. Whatkind of decontamination must i do and how do i go about doing it?

At the moment, we are only using BL2 stuffs in there which includeviruses, bacteria and cell lines.

Thanks in advance.

Jong TK

Safety Officer

Instiute of Molecular and Cell Biology

Singapore

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 Nov 2001 09:20:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: removal of equipments from bl3 lab

In-Reply-To:  <001c01c1637a$a61af8f0$c02a8489@imcb.nus.edu.sg>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We use a form that is posted on the equipment for radiation, chemical and

biological contamination.

The workers are trained not to move the equipment unless the form is

present and filled out completly.

We start with a history of the device.  What was it used for?

Indications of chemicals-we wnat the device washed with soap and water.

Biologicals- use 10% bleach(10 mls bleach in 90 mls of water).

If a device cannot be cleaned then we must seal the affected area somehow.

Bob

>    Hi all,   I have some equipments (balance, waterbath,

>micro-centrifuges etc) in the BL3 lab that has to be  removed for repair

>or to be condemned. What kind  of decontamination must i do and how do i

>go about doing it?  At the moment, we are only using BL2  stuffs in there

>which include viruses, bacteria and cell  lines.   Thanks in advance.

>Jong TK Safety Officer Instiute of Molecular and Cell Biology Singapore

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 Nov 2001 11:00:10 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Karen Ruhl <karenr@CHUGAIBIO.COM>

Subject:      Mail procedures

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Good Day:

The recent announcement that aFDA mail facility may be contaminated with

anthrax has increased our upper management's concerns for the mail we

receive and in particular our mail handlers. (We do receive some mail from

FDA although generally via FED EX).

I have been asked to ascertain what others are doing to protect their in

house mail staff and what protocols are in place for handling mail received

from govt agencies.  We currently have our mail handlers in gloves,

suspicious mail is placed into plastic bags (none received to

date)  Management would like to see them suited up ( bunny suits, gloves,

respirators) and the govt mail opened in a BSC.  As the internal experts

are not inclined to agree, Management would like to hear from other

organizations.

I would appreciate any protocols you would like to share.

Thank you in advance

Karen Ruhl

Biological Safety Manager

Gen-Probe

San Diego, CA 92129

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 Nov 2001 14:02:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mail procedures

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

THe CDC came out with interim guidelines for handling mail.

http://www.bt.cdc.gov/DocumentsApp/Anthrax/10312001/han51.asp

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 Nov 2001 14:27:23 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Infectious Dose

In-Reply-To:  <86256AF7.00680058.00@utm-notesob1.mdacc.tmc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_167862022==_.ALT"

--=====================_167862022==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dr. Alibek, who worked on the Soviet biowarfare program, reported the

following:

Cutaneous Anthrax, ID50 - 10-50 spores

Gastrointestinal Anthrax, ID50 - 250,000-1,000,000 spores

Inhalation Anthrax, ID50 - 10,000-20,000 spores

I think that there is a good chance that the Soviets, now the Russians,

have better data then anyone else on this subject.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Nov 2001 08:14:06 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Eric Hansen <ehansen@CC.USU.EDU>

Subject:      BBP Cleanup kits

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Good afternoon all,

I have several employees who go to individuals' homes and draw blood as part

of a study.  They want a spill response kit (including disinfectant) that is

pre-packaged and has a shelf life of several years.  Any suggestions as to

who to talk to or what's worked well for you?  Thanks.

Eric J. Hansen, CIH

Training Manager/Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety Office

Utah State University

Logan, Utah

435-797-1053

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Nov 2001 10:25:12 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BBP Cleanup kits

In-Reply-To:  <NDBBIHDFAHMNAPFCINAGEEFOCHAA.ehansen@cc.usu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_412531358==_.ALT"

--=====================_412531358==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>

>I have several employees who go to individuals' homes and draw blood as part

>of a study.  They want a spill response kit (including disinfectant) that is

>pre-packaged and has a shelf life of several years.  Any suggestions as to

>who to talk to or what's worked well for you?  Thanks.

>

>Eric J. Hansen, CIH

The only difficult item is a disinfectant that has a long shelf life.  I

would look at o-phenylphenol (low to no odor, not corrosive (in use conc.),

fairly low toxicity (again in use conc.), broad killing spectrum).  One of

the brand names is Pro-Cide.  I would check with the manufacturer regarding

shelf life.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech.  56-255

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Nov 2001 07:44:35 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: BBP Cleanup kits

In-Reply-To:  <NDBBIHDFAHMNAPFCINAGEEFOCHAA.ehansen@cc.usu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Have them carry prepackaged one-time biohazard spill cleanup kits (for

example, the ProtectAide #B3069), a spray bottle of 10% household bleach

prepared fresh daily, a box of large KimWipes and a few small red bags.

The kits typically contain a dry encapsulant that releases free chlorine on

wetting and has a long shelf life.  The encapsulant is good for spills of

significant volume while the spray bottle would be used for drops, smears,

etc.

Glenn A. Funk

Aviron

===============================================

At 08:14 AM 11/5/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Good afternoon all,

>

>I have several employees who go to individuals' homes and draw blood as part

>of a study.  They want a spill response kit (including disinfectant) that is

>pre-packaged and has a shelf life of several years.  Any suggestions as to

>who to talk to or what's worked well for you?  Thanks.

>

>Eric J. Hansen, CIH

>Training Manager/Biosafety Officer

>Environmental Health & Safety Office

>Utah State University

>Logan, Utah

>435-797-1053

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Nov 2001 09:06:37 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tom Sawicki <tsawicki@ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: BBP Cleanup kits

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Glenn, could you please specify where the ProtectAide product can be procured?  Thankyou.  Tom

Thomas Sawicki, Biological Safety Officer

USDA Plum Island Animal Disease Center

>>> Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM> 11/5/01  10:44 AM >>>

Have them carry prepackaged one-time biohazard spill cleanup kits (for

example, the ProtectAide #B3069), a spray bottle of 10% household bleach

prepared fresh daily, a box of large KimWipes and a few small red bags.

The kits typically contain a dry encapsulant that releases free chlorine on

wetting and has a long shelf life.  The encapsulant is good for spills of

significant volume while the spray bottle would be used for drops, smears,

etc.

Glenn A. Funk

Aviron

===============================================

At 08:14 AM 11/5/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Good afternoon all,

>

>I have several employees who go to individuals' homes and draw blood as part

>of a study.  They want a spill response kit (including disinfectant) that is

>pre-packaged and has a shelf life of several years.  Any suggestions as to

>who to talk to or what's worked well for you?  Thanks.

>

>Eric J. Hansen, CIH

>Training Manager/Biosafety Officer

>Environmental Health & Safety Office

>Utah State University

>Logan, Utah

>435-797-1053

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Nov 2001 09:24:54 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: BBP Cleanup kits

In-Reply-To:  <sbe65845.015@ars.usda.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Tom -

A variety of supply houses carry them.  I get mine from VWR but if you do a

Google search on the keyword "ProtectAide", you'll get some good leads.  I

just got 35 hits, several of which were sources for the kits.

-- Glenn

===================================

At 09:06 AM 11/5/01 -0700, you wrote:

>Glenn, could you please specify where the ProtectAide product can be

procured?  Thankyou.  Tom

>

>Thomas Sawicki, Biological Safety Officer

>USDA Plum Island Animal Disease Center

>

>>>> Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM> 11/5/01  10:44 AM >>>

>Have them carry prepackaged one-time biohazard spill cleanup kits (for

>example, the ProtectAide #B3069), a spray bottle of 10% household bleach

>prepared fresh daily, a box of large KimWipes and a few small red bags.

>The kits typically contain a dry encapsulant that releases free chlorine on

>wetting and has a long shelf life.  The encapsulant is good for spills of

>significant volume while the spray bottle would be used for drops, smears,

>etc.

>

>Glenn A. Funk

>Aviron

>

>===============================================

>

>At 08:14 AM 11/5/01 -0700, you wrote:

>>Good afternoon all,

>>

>>I have several employees who go to individuals' homes and draw blood as part

>>of a study.  They want a spill response kit (including disinfectant) that is

>>pre-packaged and has a shelf life of several years.  Any suggestions as to

>>who to talk to or what's worked well for you?  Thanks.

>>

>>Eric J. Hansen, CIH

>>Training Manager/Biosafety Officer

>>Environmental Health & Safety Office

>>Utah State University

>>Logan, Utah

>>435-797-1053

>>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Nov 2001 12:54:56 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alan Woodard <agwoodar@GW.DEC.STATE.NY.US>

Subject:      Re: Decontamination of Anthrax

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I received a question from a veterinarian today. Does anyone know whetherOzone disinfection works on B. Anthracis spores?  If so, what concentration=

 and contact times are required?

Alan G. Woodard, Ph.D.

Supervisor, Regulated Medical Waste Program

New York State

Department of Environmental Conservation

Division of Solid & Hazardous Materials

625 Broadway

Albany, NY 12233-7258

Office:(518)402-8693

Fax:(518)402-8654

E-mail:agwoodar@gw.dec.state.ny.us

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Nov 2001 14:11:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alan Woodard <agwoodar@GW.DEC.STATE.NY.US>

Subject:      Re: Protocol

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_83D953D0.28496C48"

This is a MIME message. If you are reading this text, you may want to

consider changing to a mail reader or gateway that understands how to

properly handle MIME multipart messages.

--=_83D953D0.28496C48

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

This is our very rough draft protocol.  This does not represent the viewsof the Department of Environmental Conservation.  It is just preliminarybut is the result of numerous discussions with various state and federalagencies.

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Infectious Substances Packaging.wpd"

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 5 Nov 2001 12:18:26 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tom Sawicki <tsawicki@ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Protocol

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Thanks.  T

>>> Alan Woodard <agwoodar@GW.DEC.STATE.NY.US> 11/5/01  2:11 PM >>>

This is our very rough draft protocol.  This does not represent the views of the Department of Environmental Conservation.  It is just preliminary but is the result of numerous discussions with various state and federal agencies.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 Nov 2001 15:25:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Scott Alderman <alder002@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      lab inventory for "high-risk" agents

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I'm in the process of drafting a memo to our laboratory staff requesting an

inventory of all "high-risk" biological agents and toxins.  Jonathan

Richmond mentioned at the recent ABSA meeting that as many as four bills

were circulating that would not only restrict the transfer of these agents,

but also the possession and use.  As he said, this may require an inventory

of each freezer throughout the facility.  We have a list of biological

materials used by each PI, but what worries me are those agents stored away

in the back of a freezer, and long forgotten.  I plan to develop an

inventory form which will consist of questions that hopefully will prompt

our researchers to think carefully about whether they might have such

agents in storage.

Can each of the legislative proposals be found online for viewing?  I am

particularly interested in which agents will be regulated.  I'm assuming

that the CDC Select Agents list will be adopted, and perhaps expanded.

I also want to include some information about the WHO's effort to eradicate

polio, and our need to document an inventory of poliovirus at our

institution.  My question for the list:  In addition to wild-type

poliovirus, what types of specimens should be considered potentially

contaminated with poliovirus?  (i.e. human fecal samples collected from

individuals who have traveled through countries reporting cases of

poliomyelitis).

Thanks in advance,

Scott Alderman, MT(ASCP)SLS

Duke University

Occupational & Environmental Safety

Durham, NC 27710

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 Nov 2001 14:41:44 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: lab inventory for "high-risk" agents

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Two bills of note are HR3016, amendments to the Antiterrorism Act, which has

provisions for registration for possession of select agents, and S1510,

which includes provisions regarding possession/transfer to 'restricted

persons'. Both are accessible through Library of Congress (Thomas)

http://thomas.loc.gov/  Legislation recently passed, H.R.3162 (Enacted

October 25, 2001) criminalizes possession for no legitimate purpose (thanks

to Andy Braun and Jan Klein on the ABSA Technical Review committee for

highlighting these.)

WHO had various documents relating to the worldwide polio irradication

program, which included proposals for inventory and eventual elimination of

virus stocks and samples. I don't know if the documents are still available.

Stool samples were included.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

-----Original Message-----

From: Scott Alderman [mailto:alder002@MC.DUKE.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, November 06, 2001 2:25 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: lab inventory for "high-risk" agents

I'm in the process of drafting a memo to our laboratory staff requesting an

inventory of all "high-risk" biological agents and toxins.  Jonathan

Richmond mentioned at the recent ABSA meeting that as many as four bills

were circulating that would not only restrict the transfer of these agents,

but also the possession and use.  As he said, this may require an inventory

of each freezer throughout the facility.  We have a list of biological

materials used by each PI, but what worries me are those agents stored away

in the back of a freezer, and long forgotten.  I plan to develop an

inventory form which will consist of questions that hopefully will prompt

our researchers to think carefully about whether they might have such

agents in storage.

Can each of the legislative proposals be found online for viewing?  I am

particularly interested in which agents will be regulated.  I'm assuming

that the CDC Select Agents list will be adopted, and perhaps expanded.

I also want to include some information about the WHO's effort to eradicate

polio, and our need to document an inventory of poliovirus at our

institution.  My question for the list:  In addition to wild-type

poliovirus, what types of specimens should be considered potentially

contaminated with poliovirus?  (i.e. human fecal samples collected from

individuals who have traveled through countries reporting cases of

poliomyelitis).

Thanks in advance,

Scott Alderman, MT(ASCP)SLS

Duke University

Occupational & Environmental Safety

Durham, NC 27710

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 Nov 2001 14:04:10 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: lab inventory for "high-risk" agents

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I would also circulate the LD50 table for the SA toxins since that

particular issue has caused a lot of confusion within our group. Virtually

all the materials I was concerned about had LD50s that were exempt.  Itis

on the CDc website along with the SA application packet.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO=A0 80262

Voice:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

email:=A0=A0=A0 therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 Nov 2001 16:10:56 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Marcham, Cheri" <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      FW: LD50?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

> Does anyone know or know how I can get the LD50 value for cholera

> toxin, either as a whole or for the subparts?

>

Thanks.

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 Nov 2001 16:34:48 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Hurley <dhurley@WFUBMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: FW: LD50?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

check out this link at CDC

"Marcham, Cheri" wrote:

> > Does anyone know or know how I can get the LD50 value for cholera

> > toxin, either as a whole or for the subparts?

> >

> Thanks.

>

> Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

> Environmental Health and Safety Officer

> The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

> P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

> Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

> 405/271-3000

> FAX 405/271-1606

> cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 Nov 2001 16:48:54 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sue Quinn <squinn@EXELIXIS.COM>

Subject:      handling waste bedding

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0679_01C166E2.EBD40FB0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0679_01C166E2.EBD40FB0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

How are people handling the waste bedding from cages of animals injectedwith human tumor cells?  Are you putting all of this bedding inbiohazard bags and treating onsite or shipping offsite, or are youhandling this as non-hazardous waste?  We are in California (which maymake a difference).

There seems to be some ambiguity so some people I've asked toss beddingin non-hazardous trash while others (doing similar experiments) arehandling all waste as biohazardous. 

Any input would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks!

Sue

Suzanne M. Quinn

Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

Exelixis, Inc.

PO Box 511

South San Francisco, CA  94083-0511

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 Nov 2001 08:22:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Paul Jennette <jpj22@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: handling waste bedding

In-Reply-To:  <067c01c16725$fa1efbf0$7a081dac@squinnwkst>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_69425077==_.ALT"

--=====================_69425077==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Sue, et al,

The answer to this question should lie in your state's laws and/or

regulations regarding the definition of Regulated Medical Waste, since many

states use different definitions.  Have your regulators given you any

direction?

Cheers - Paul

At 04:48 PM 11/6/2001 -0800, you wrote:

>How are people handling the waste bedding from cages of animals injected

>with human tumor cells?  Are you putting all of this bedding in biohazard

>bags and treating onsite or shipping offsite, or are you handling this as

>non-hazardous waste?  We are in California (which may make a difference).

>

>There seems to be some ambiguity so some people I've asked toss bedding in

>non-hazardous trash while others (doing similar experiments) are handling

>all waste as biohazardous.

>

>Any input would be greatly appreciated.

>

>Thanks!

>Sue

>

>Suzanne M. Quinn

>Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

>Exelixis, Inc.

>PO Box 511

>South San Francisco, CA  94083-0511

J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

Biosafety Engineer

Cornell University

College of Veterinary Medicine

Biosafety Program

S3-010 Schurman Hall, Box 4             (607) 253-4227

Ithaca, New York 14853-6401             fax     -3723

"Let every nation know, whether it wishes us well or ill, that we shall pay

any price, bear any burden, meet any hardship, support any friend, oppose

any foe to assure the survival and the success of liberty."  - John F. Kennedy

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 Nov 2001 09:09:56 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Griffith <dgriffit@UWO.CA>

Organization: The University of Western Ontario

Subject:      Re: FW: LD50?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------CE6EFE3C57FDB3EFA6AABF0E"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------CE6EFE3C57FDB3EFA6AABF0E

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello Cheri,

I had to look that up yesterday myself.

Here is a link to a MSDS that I found.

http://www.listlabs.com/MSDS/100.htm

Dave

"Marcham, Cheri" wrote:

> > Does anyone know or know how I can get the LD50 value for cholera

> > toxin, either as a whole or for the subparts?

> >

> Thanks.

>

> Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

> Environmental Health and Safety Officer

> The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

> P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

> Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

> 405/271-3000

> FAX 405/271-1606

> cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

--------------CE6EFE3C57FDB3EFA6AABF0E

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="dgriffit.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for David Griffith

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="dgriffit.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Griffith;David

tel;pager:restricted

tel;cell:restricted

tel;fax:519-661-3987

tel;home:restricted

tel;work:519-661-2036

x-mozilla-html:TRUE

url:www.uwo.ca/ohs

org:The University of Western Ontario;Occupational Health & Safety

adr:;;1151 Richmond St.;London;Ontario;N6A 5B9;Canada

version:2.1

email;internet:dgriffit@uwo.ca

title:Hazardous Materials Officer

fn:David Griffith

end:vcard

--------------CE6EFE3C57FDB3EFA6AABF0E--

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 Nov 2001 09:30:07 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Newberry <wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      Progressive Business Publicatgions is up to their old tricks again

In-Reply-To:  <p0510030bb80ee89ff486@[132.198.205.30]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Sorry for the cross posting, but I am p*ssed off.

Progressive Business Publications has long been know for offering to

send you a "free sample", get some confirmatory info from you (your

birth date, for example), and then to send a bill addressed to

Accounts Payable claiming you ordered their publication (instead of

just agreeing to view a free sample) and give the confirmatory info

as "proof" that you ordered it.

I just got off the phone with someone from PBP posing as a collection

agency demanding payment for a publication I never ordered (and I

doubt I even agreed to view a free copy - I've had too many run ins

with these people to agree to even that much) and threatening to

"ruin the University's credit" if I don't pay up. I laughed at her

and pretty much told her to where she could go.

So a word to the wise - alert your accounts payable departments of

their methods, and avoid them and their publications at all cost.

FWIW, here are the pubs you're most like to be asked to accept a free copy of:

Safety Compliance Alert

Supervisors Safety Bulletin

Environmental Compliance Alert

Clean Air News

Facility Manager's Alert

What's Working in Vehicle Management

Quality Manager's Alert

--

Robin

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

W. Robert Newberry, IV CIH, CHMM

Chief Environmental Health and Safety Officer

Clemson University

wnewber@clemson.edu  ehs@clemson.edu

http://ehs.clemson.edu/

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 08:43:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carl Pike <c_pike@ACAD.FANDM.EDU>

Subject:      Laminar flow hood

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

I believe I have seen information on this list about training

materials for users of laminar flow hoods.  We are an undergrad

institution, so there are many faculty and student users.  I

apologize for not noting down the details previously.  I'm interested

in any videos, web sites, or training manuals (that you could send

electronically) on good lab practice.  Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 10:24:47 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Pitts, Jonathan" <jpitts@MEDISPECTRA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Laminar flow hood

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I would also be interested in such information.  In my experience,

occasional users of bio-safety hoods, do not understand the operation of

such systems and simply treat them as chemical hoods.

Thanks

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Carl Pike [mailto:c_pike@ACAD.FANDM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2001 8:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Laminar flow hood

I believe I have seen information on this list about training

materials for users of laminar flow hoods.  We are an undergrad

institution, so there are many faculty and student users.  I

apologize for not noting down the details previously.  I'm interested

in any videos, web sites, or training manuals (that you could send

electronically) on good lab practice.  Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 10:34:20 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Anthrax info, part deux

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

The 3M web site has posted some interesting info on anthrax & respirators:

http://www.3m.com/occsafety/

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 09:49:02 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Heather Gonsoulin <hah8377@LOUISIANA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Laminar flow hood

In-Reply-To:  <912EBCCAA5EBD211843A0008C7B1CC76630F95@SBS1>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I don't have any specific references for you.  However, I have encountered

the confusion with terminology between the two messages below.  A laminar

flow and a bio-safety hood are two totally different pieces of equipment.  A

laminar flow hood is for clean room operations with electronics and such

items that need only product protection, no infectious substances allowed

because it blows into the users lap.  A biosafety cabinet is for use with

infectious materials where the user needs the protection and possibly the

product depending on the type of BSC.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Pitts, Jonathan

Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2001 9:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Laminar flow hood

I would also be interested in such information.  In my experience,

occasional users of bio-safety hoods, do not understand the operation of

such systems and simply treat them as chemical hoods.

Thanks

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Carl Pike [mailto:c_pike@ACAD.FANDM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2001 8:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Laminar flow hood

I believe I have seen information on this list about training

materials for users of laminar flow hoods.  We are an undergrad

institution, so there are many faculty and student users.  I

apologize for not noting down the details previously.  I'm interested

in any videos, web sites, or training manuals (that you could send

electronically) on good lab practice.  Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 10:51:50 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

Organization: Wright State University

Subject:      Re: Laminar flow hood

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_GT83YlAP1NyygARpE0x/YA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_GT83YlAP1NyygARpE0x/YA)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

One good place to start is with the information from the CDC

web site: http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/biosfty.htm

where you will find under the publications:

Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets (2nd

edition)

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bsc/bsc.htm

Greg Merkle

"Pitts, Jonathan" wrote:

>

> I would also be interested in such information.  In my experience,

> occasional users of bio-safety hoods, do not understand the operation of

> such systems and simply treat them as chemical hoods.

>

> Thanks

> Jon

>

> Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

> MediSpectra Inc.

> 45 Hartwell Ave.

> Lexington, MA 02421

> Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

> Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

> Fax: (781) 674-0002

> www.medispectra.com

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Carl Pike [mailto:c_pike@ACAD.FANDM.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2001 8:43 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Laminar flow hood

>

> I believe I have seen information on this list about training

> materials for users of laminar flow hoods.  We are an undergrad

> institution, so there are many faculty and student users.  I

> apologize for not noting down the details previously.  I'm interested

> in any videos, web sites, or training manuals (that you could send

> electronically) on good lab practice.  Thank you.

--Boundary_(ID_GT83YlAP1NyygARpE0x/YA)

Content-type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii; name="greg.merkle.vcf"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Content-disposition: attachment; filename="greg.merkle.vcf"

Content-description: Card for Greg Merkle

begin:vcard

n:Merkle;Greg

tel;fax:1-937-775-3761

tel;work:1-937-775-2217

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:www.wright.edu/admin/ehs

org:Wright State University;Department of Environmental Health and Safety

version:2.1

email;internet:greg.merkle@wright.edu

title:Senior Industrial Hygienist

adr;quoted-printable:;;145 Health Sciences Bldg.=0D=0A3640 Col. Glenn Hwy.;Dayton;Ohio;45435-0001;USA

end:vcard

--Boundary_(ID_GT83YlAP1NyygARpE0x/YA)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 09:52:29 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Laminar flow hood

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The CDC's web site has several publications on biosafety, including the 4th

edition of

Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories.

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/biosfty.htm

Re: laminar flow hoods, see the link to

Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection, Installation and

Use of Biological Safety Cabinets (2nd Ed.)

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bsc/bsc.htm

The users manuals for biosafety cabinets typically have a section regarding

proper use as well.

Eagleson Institute (link from the Baker Company's web site)

http://www.bakerco.com/eagleson/index.html

has video training materials for both biosafety cabinets and chemical fume

hoods.

Micron Video International

http://www.MviTraining.com/micron.video/

has a presentation "Working in Laminar Flow", focused more on pharmaceutical

and electronic industry use. It is fairly expensive, but has excellent video

and includes

sections on the use of horizontal and vertical laminar flow benches ('clean

benches' used

to protect product...not people).

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 11:09:23 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Pitts, Jonathan" <jpitts@MEDISPECTRA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Laminar flow hood

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

An excellent point Heather, I made the assumption that Carl may have meant

Bio-Safety hoods, since he is a Professor of Botany, Biology.  I should not

put words in Carl's mouth.

My mistake.

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Heather Gonsoulin [mailto:hah8377@LOUISIANA.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2001 10:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Laminar flow hood

I don't have any specific references for you.  However, I have encountered

the confusion with terminology between the two messages below.  A laminar

flow and a bio-safety hood are two totally different pieces of equipment.  A

laminar flow hood is for clean room operations with electronics and such

items that need only product protection, no infectious substances allowed

because it blows into the users lap.  A biosafety cabinet is for use with

infectious materials where the user needs the protection and possibly the

product depending on the type of BSC.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Pitts, Jonathan

Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2001 9:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Laminar flow hood

I would also be interested in such information.  In my experience,

occasional users of bio-safety hoods, do not understand the operation of

such systems and simply treat them as chemical hoods.

Thanks

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Carl Pike [mailto:c_pike@ACAD.FANDM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2001 8:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Laminar flow hood

I believe I have seen information on this list about training

materials for users of laminar flow hoods.  We are an undergrad

institution, so there are many faculty and student users.  I

apologize for not noting down the details previously.  I'm interested

in any videos, web sites, or training manuals (that you could send

electronically) on good lab practice.  Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 11:12:31 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Steve Kridel <kride001@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Laminar flow hood

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Contact the Eagleson Institute or any of the other manufacturers of BSC's

(NuAIRE, Baker, Germfree, Labconco). They all have operational info

available. Eagleson has some excellent videos...

Carl Pike <c_pike@ACAD.FANDM.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 11/08/2001 08:43:19 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Laminar flow hood

I believe I have seen information on this list about training

materials for users of laminar flow hoods.  We are an undergrad

institution, so there are many faculty and student users.  I

apologize for not noting down the details previously.  I'm interested

in any videos, web sites, or training manuals (that you could send

electronically) on good lab practice.  Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 11:10:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Laminar flow hood

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Nuaire has a pretty good CD-Rom that I have a copy of.  It is, of course,

specific to their BSCs, but the techniques pretty much apply with any type

of BSC.  I think their website is www.nuaire.com  They might have them for

free or for sale..  ?  Might be worth checking into esp. if you can get it

for free.   They were giving them out at a CETA meeting a couple years ago.

Rick  Scott

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

> ----------

> From:         Carl Pike

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, November 8, 2001 9:43 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Laminar flow hood

>

> I believe I have seen information on this list about training

> materials for users of laminar flow hoods.  We are an undergrad

> institution, so there are many faculty and student users.  I

> apologize for not noting down the details previously.  I'm interested

> in any videos, web sites, or training manuals (that you could send

> electronically) on good lab practice.  Thank you.

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 12:18:20 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hanna, Michael" <mhanna@BF.UMICH.EDU>

Subject:      FW:      Re: Laminar flow hood

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C16879.5D0FA480"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C16879.5D0FA480

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

New aspect to this discussion string.  JCAHO inspector (on-site this

week) tried to "ding" our hospital Pharmacy yesterday, noting that the

BSC's and LFH's had not been certified w/in the last 6 months (citing

ASHP guidelines calling for this certif. regiment for units used to

process sterile product).  Our Director of Pharm Services noted to me

that all institutions he's been assoc with have kept to the 6 month

cycle of certifications due to the ASHP guidelines and JCAHO

expectations of compliance with them (see attachments I downloaded from

the ASHP Web Site).

For those of you who know me well (and aren't surprised that . . .) I

challenged this whole can of worms, citing our subscription to NSF-49

and detailing (in writing) the merits of our in-house certification

services, quality of the equipment (equipped with indicators of

performance), and the satisfactory performance of the annual certif.

schedule.  Within 24 hours, I received back a determination (TXT file

attached) from JCAHO admin. (Daryl Rich) admitting their field inspector

was not familiar with changes in the criteria and it sounds like ASHP

may need to modernize their guidelines (also attached), based on more

accurate information about the equipment and its performance.  mgh

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

Michael G. Hanna

BSO - Univ. of Mich.

-----Original Message-----

From: Scott, Rick [mailto:SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2001 11:10 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Laminar flow hood

Nuaire has a pretty good CD-Rom that I have a copy of.  It is, of

course,

specific to their BSCs, but the techniques pretty much apply with any

type

of BSC.  I think their website is www.nuaire.com  They might have them

for

free or for sale..  ?  Might be worth checking into esp. if you can get

it

for free.   They were giving them out at a CETA meeting a couple years

ago.

Rick  Scott

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

> ----------

> From:         Carl Pike

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, November 8, 2001 9:43 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Laminar flow hood

>

> I believe I have seen information on this list about training

> materials for users of laminar flow hoods.  We are an undergrad

> institution, so there are many faculty and student users.  I

> apologize for not noting down the details previously.  I'm interested

> in any videos, web sites, or training manuals (that you could send

> electronically) on good lab practice.  Thank you.

>

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="mhanna.vcf"

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="ASHP - Guideline for Sterile Products.pdf"

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 Nov 2001 11:59:56 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "OLINGER, PATRICIA L [S&C/0216]"

              <patricia.l.olinger@PHARMACIA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Laminar flow hood

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Eagleston institute is also developing a 5 module web training.  I believe

it will be available the first part of 2002.

Patty Olinger

Corporate Services - ESH

Pharmacia Corp

616-833-7931

Patricia.L.Olinger@Pharmacia.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Scott, Rick [mailto:SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2001 11:10 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Laminar flow hood

Nuaire has a pretty good CD-Rom that I have a copy of.  It is, of course,

specific to their BSCs, but the techniques pretty much apply with any type

of BSC.  I think their website is www.nuaire.com  They might have them for

free or for sale..  ?  Might be worth checking into esp. if you can get it

for free.   They were giving them out at a CETA meeting a couple years ago.

Rick  Scott

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

> ----------

> From:         Carl Pike

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, November 8, 2001 9:43 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Laminar flow hood

>

> I believe I have seen information on this list about training

> materials for users of laminar flow hoods.  We are an undergrad

> institution, so there are many faculty and student users.  I

> apologize for not noting down the details previously.  I'm interested

> in any videos, web sites, or training manuals (that you could send

> electronically) on good lab practice.  Thank you.

>

>
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The following is submitted by a non-subscriber.

Please respond directly to him at:

james.coffey@odrc.state.oh.us

Locally, a memo of understanding was worked out amongst

local support agencies that states suspect mail / packages

will be handled

by the local fire department haz mat unit.  Further, in this

memo of

understanding (or memo of misunderstanding on my part) it

states that if

decontamination is necessary, the haz mat team will not

perform this, but

leave it for individual tenant / owner / occupant to

perform.  Applying this

to the workplace where we have had our powder hoaxes, I am

not particularly

opposed to doing my part.  I do have some concern.  I do not

have a clue how

this may be done, except with 1:9 bleach or hydrogen

peroxide.  It appears

that all suspect packages will be treated as "real" until

proven otherwise

in a lab, and in the mean time a scene decontamination is

what is desired.

1.)  Can decontamination be undertaken by someone such as

myself?  (no known

local outside source)  2.)  Given the size of the individual

spore, does it

fall to the surface and remain, or is it picked up and moved

with passing

air current such as HVAC?, Footsteps?, Breathing?, Door

opening to the room

(possitive pressure - negative pressure - equalization

between the spaces)?

3.)  What is the length of time required for Sodium

Hypochlorite to kill

spore and bacillus?  BBP time is typically 10 minutes.  What

is the time

required for Hydrogen Peroxide to kill the same?  4.)  Are

there standards

or procedures for labs that have work involving this?  5.)

Would these

procedures be relevant or molded to apply to general

industry?  6.)  Could

this decon be performed in manner similar to BBP procedures?

Thanks for your assistance.

Barry Cohen

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

195 Albany Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4492

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com
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Subject:      Re: Anthrax Decon
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From Disinfection Sterilization and Disinfection ((fifth edition)

(see pages 140-141)  Hypochlorites are sporocidal.  The killing

effect is dependant on pH, temperature, time and concentration.  At a

pH of 10 and a temperature of 20 degrees C  a 500 ppm hypochlorite

solution inactivated 99.9% of the Bacillus metiens spores at 31

minutes.  Rudolph and Levin concluded that  a four fold increase in

concentration of hypochlorite resulted in a 50% reduction in time

required for the same killing effect (holding pH and temperature

constant).  At a lower pH the time required to kill a specified

percentage of the spores is much shorter.

A 1/10 dilution of 5.25% sodium hypochlorite will give over 5,000

parts per million.  So under the conditions listed it is reasonable to

assume that you will get in the neighborhood of 99.9% kill in ten

minutes (given a 10 fold increase in concentration from that used to

achieve a 31 minute kill of the same

proportion)

Undiluted household bleach (5.25% hypochlorite) will give a 99.8%

kill  of anthrax spores with one minute of contact time (see page 1166

of Disinfection and Sterilization).  A one to 20 dilution resulted in

five log reduction of anthrax spores in 15 minutes.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 Nov 2001 03:44:11 -0500

Reply-To:     bacteria@ureach.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bacteriology MMRL USV <bacteria@UREACH.COM>

Subject:      acceptable contamination levels in 5 micron lab?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Colleagues,

I am working in a biotech lab in India and we have a 5 micron

environment in most of our rooms and a 2 micron environment in

cell culture lab. We always keep debating on the allowable

contamination level in the lab. We routinely expose nutrient

agar plate at various locations for 30 min and count the number

of colonies after 48 hr incubation at 30 degrees. our mean

levels range 30 - 40 most of the times but with a wide

variation (10-100+)

My question is that-

under the environment we have what is the allowable limit of

live organisms allowed? Are there any other methods of routine

monitoring? If the levels are higher than accepatable, then

what possible remedies should be administered?

Thanking you in anticipation,

Sincerely,

DR MILIND P NIPHADKAR

Supervisor, Bacteriology Laboratory,

Research Scientist,

MMRL, USV Limited,

B. S. D. Marg,

Govandi,

Mumbai-400 088

INDIA.

Fax No +91 (22) 558 4025

________________________________________________

Get your own "800" number

Voicemail, fax, email, and a lot more

http://www.ureach.com/reg/tag
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From PRO-Med today:

Feinstein, Kyl Introduce Bill on Possession and Use of Select

Agents

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

Senators Dianne Feinstein (D-CA) and Jon Kyl (R-AZ) yesterday

introduced S. 1661, a bill that seeks to tighten the rules and

regulations regarding the possession and use of select agents.

According the Sen. Feinstein's floor statement on the bill,

among other provisions, the bill would require:

(a) Labs to be certified with the Department of Health and Human

Services before they can possess or use select agents;

(b) Individuals in those labs who have access to the agents to

go through background checks;

(c) Labs to institute stricter safety procedures; and

(d) Any entity wishing to possess select agents to demonstrate a

legitimate purpose for that possession.

Additional details will be provided after a review of the

legislation is completed.

-- end of PRO-Med exerpt

I suggest that we in the United States each take the opportunity

to consider writing to our respective Senators and congressional

Representatives to inform them (positiviely or not) of how this

proposed legilation would effect our ordinary work in the

biological world.

You will be more effective if you are concise, coherent and

presente a definate impact on you, the user/controller of select

agents.

You will be most effective if you actually read the proposed

legislation from Senators Feinstein and Kye.  Don't rely on any

media to relate the content of their bill accurately.  To read

the bill's language, go to:

Search page for Government Documents

http://www.access.gpo.gov/congress/cong009.html

Exact page for this bill (search under 1661is)

http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/useftp.cgi?IPaddress=162.140.64.21&filename=s1661is.txt&directory=/diskb/wais/data/107_cong_bills

Be sure to mention you are a constituent of the

representative/senator (or be up front and state that you are

not, especially if you are writing to Senator Feinstein and are

not from Calif.)

After you write it, get someone else who knows little to nothing

about biology, biosafety, or what you do at work to proofread it

for quality and clarity of your points.  Afterall, you want to

ensure you are going to be clear to your target audience of our

government.

Here's for participatory government!

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do You Yahoo!?

Find a job, post your resume.

http://careers.yahoo.com
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ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR FOR EPIDEMIOLOGIC SCIENCE

NATIONAL CENTER FOR INFECTIOUS DISEASES

CENTERS FOR DISEASE CONTROL AND PREVENTION

BEFORE THE

U.S. SENATE

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

AND

SUBCOMMITTEE ON TECHNOLOGY,

TERRORISM, AND GOVERNMENT INFORMATION

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

MARCH 4, 1998

Good afternoon. I am Dr. Stephen Ostroff, Associate Director for

Epidemiologic Science, National Center for Infectious Diseases at the

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. I am pleased to be here to

describe CDC s role in regulating the shipment of select agents that are

capable of causing substantial harm to human health. In addition, the

Committee asked CDC to address the adequacy and effectiveness of other

safeguards to prevent using biologic agents to harm the public health.

OVERVIEW OF CDC S REGULATION

In recent years, the threat of illegitimate use of infectious agents has

attracted increasing interest from the perspective of public health, in

view of concern that certain select agents could have serious adverse

consequences for human health and safety.

In general, the safety and security record has been good in the sale and

transfer of these agents and substances for research. Each year in the

U.S., thousands of samples of infectious agents are shipped without

incident. Moreover, continuing the shipment of infectious agents between

medical and research facilities is necessary to further medical research

and the diagnosis and treatment of infectious diseases.

To ensure that adequate safeguards are in place, the Antiterrorism and

Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 established new provisions to regulate

transfer of hazardous agents, and required the Secretary of Health and

Human Services to promulgate regulations to implement these provisions. In

response to this mandate, CDC published a final regulation in October 1996

which became effective on April 15, 1997.

The regulation amended existing CDC requirements for the packaging,

labeling and transport of select agents shipped in interstate commerce,

and placed additional shipping and handling requirements on facilities

that transfer or receive  select agents  that are capable of causing

substantial harm to human health. For purposes of the CDC regulation, a

 select agent  is defined as a microorganism (virus, bacterium, fungus,

rickettsia) or toxin, including genetically modified or genetic material

from those select agents, listed in the regulation.

CDC developed its regulation in consultation with an interdepartmental

workgroup, composed of representatives from within HHS and from other

Departments and Agencies, including the Departments of Justice and

Defense. The goal in developing the regulation was to strike a balance

between assuring the availability of materials to the scientific and

medical community for legitimate research purposes and preventing access

to these agents for other uses. This regulation is designed to ensure

these infectious agents are shipped only to institutions or individuals

equipped to handle them appropriately and only to those who have

legitimate reasons to use them; and to implement a system whereby

scientists and researchers involved in legitimate research may continue

transferring and receiving these agents without undue burdens. Thus, the

CDC regulation is based on the key principles of ensuring protection of

public health, without encumbering legitimate scientific and medical

research. I want to emphasize that we have worked extensively with our

partners in the scientific community to develop and implement the

regulation and have had excellent cooperation from various associations

and from the facilities registered under this regulation.

Specifically, CDC s regulation was designed to establish a system of

safeguards to be followed when specific agents are transported; collect

and provide information concerning the location where certain

potentially-hazardous agents are transferred; track the acquisition and

transfer of these specific agents; and establish a process for alerting

appropriate authorities if an unauthorized attempt is made to acquire

these agents. The rule includes six fundamental components: (1) A

comprehensive list of select agents; (2) registration of facilities

transferring these agents; (3) transfer requirements; (4) verification

procedures including audit, quality control, and accountability

mechanisms; (5) agent disposal requirements; and (6) research and clinical

exemptions.

Select Agent List

The CDC regulation includes a list of select agents subject to the rule.

This list includes approximately 40 viruses, bacteria, rickettsiae, fungi,

and toxins with the potential to cause substantial harm to human health.

All materials that are known or reasonably suspected of containing a

select agent, unless exempted as a human or veterinary clinical specimen,

are subject to the regulation. CDC intends to supplement or modify the

list as appropriate.

The select agent list in CDC s regulation is based on an existing list of

selected infectious agents whose export from the U.S. is controlled due to

their capacity for causing substantial harm to human health. In addition,

CDC consulted with US military and civilian experts and members of the

American Society for Microbiology, and solicited public comment on the

proposed select agent list by publishing it in the Federal Register as

part of the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. The current select agent

regulation, which is subject to change as new information becomes

available, is a result of those consultations.

Registration of Facilities Handling Select Agents

Commercial suppliers of select agents, as well as government agencies,

universities, research institutes and private companies that seek to

transfer or receive these agents, are required to register with CDC and

obtain a unique site registration number. The registration process

requires that a responsible facility official certify that the facility

and its laboratories meet the Biosafety Level 2, 3, and/or 4 standards for

working with dangerous pathogens as described in the 3rd edition of the

CDC/NIH Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories (BMBL).

Additional requirements for handling toxins are found at 29 CFR 1910.1450

-  Occupational Exposure to Hazardous Chemicals in Laboratories.  The

facility s unique registration number indicates that the facility is

registered to work with select agents at a prescribed biosafety level. The

number also is used to help validate all requests for transfer of

dangerous human pathogens.

Transfer Requirements

Prior to transferring a select agent, both the shipping and receiving

parties must complete required sections of an official transfer form. This

form lists the agents and requires information about the requestor as well

as the transferor, including their registration numbers, the type and

amount of agent requested, and the proposed use of the agent. This form

must accompany the purchase order and requests for obtaining these agents.

Both the requesting and transferring facilities must retain a copy of this

form. In addition, a copy is sent to CDC for documentation, and to be

available to federal and authorized state and local law enforcement

authorities if needed. The form also can be used for tracking purposes.

Verification Procedures

To ensure management oversight of the transfer process, each facility

shipping or receiving a covered select agent must designate a responsible

facility official. The responsible facility official for the requesting

facility must sign each request. The responsible facility official sending

the agent must verify that the recipient holds a currently valid

registration number, indicating that the recipient has the required

biosafety level capability. If the responsible facility official is unable

to validate the necessary information, the official contacts the CDC for

assistance. If necessary, appropriate law enforcement authorities would be

notified. Copies of the completed form are required to be kept by both the

requestor's and transferor's facility. Receipt of an agent must be

acknowledged by the recipient within three working days.

CDC may inspect a facility, with or without cause, to verify registration

information and to ensure that the facility meets the appropriate

biosafety level requirements and complies with the regulation. Routine

inspections of registered facilities are expected to begin in the near

future.

Agent Disposal Requirements

Select agents must be stored securely in accordance with prudent

laboratory practices, and facilities must have in place procedures for the

appropriate disposal of the agents. Disposal of select agents must be at

the facility, by known effective methods. CDC must be notified of the

disposal or complete consumption of a select agent.

Research and Clinical Exemptions

Licensed vaccines containing less pathogenic strains of some of the select

viral and bacterial agents are exempted from the list of agents. Transport

of clinical specimens for diagnostic and verification purposes are also

exempt, as are certain toxins used for legitimate medical purposes or

biomedical research. However, isolates of agents from clinical specimens

must be destroyed or sent to an approved repository after diagnostic

procedures have been completed. Otherwise, such isolates cannot be

transferred to another site unless the receiving site is registered.

Implementation Status

To date we have received approximately 1,000 inquiries from research,

educational and commercial facilities for information on the regulation,

presumably to determine whether they are required to register. We have

mailed out approximately 600 application packages. Approximately 60

facilities have completed the application process and are now registered.

Application packages are reviewed by CDC staff and the registration number

is usually issued within two weeks of receipt. At the time of

registration, each facility is given instructions for completing the

required  Transfer of Select Agent  document and a supply of the required

form. CDC has received transfer documents for approximately 130 shipments

of select agents.

CDC has developed a computerized database to track applications,

registrations, and select agent transfers. A paper file is also kept on

each registered facility. All files are stored in accordance with HHS data

security policies. CDC has worked closely with FBI personnel to ensure

that the FBI and other authorized law enforcement agencies have access to

the information if necessary.

ADDITIONAL SAFEGUARDS TO PROTECT PUBLIC HEALTH

Addressing the threat of bioterrorism requires an unprecedented level of

cooperation and partnership, bringing together agencies with diverse

missions. These include public health and law enforcement agencies,

civilian and military agencies, and public and private organizations. In

addition to the regulatory controls designed to safeguard select agents

from inappropriate use, prompt detection of disease threats requires

careful monitoring by effective disease surveillance systems, backed up by

the capacity to investigate and control outbreaks of a variety of health

problems in a timely manner.

In 1994, CDC launched a national effort to revitalize the U.S. capacity to

protect the public from infectious diseases. CDC's plan, "Addressing

Emerging Infectious Disease Threats: A Prevention Strategy for the United

States," is the foundation for a sound surveillance and response strategy

for responding to disease threats. A recent report of the National Science

and Technology Council, Committee on International Science, Engineering,

and Technology (CISET) Working Group on Emerging and Re-emerging

Infectious Diseases, emphasized that a global infectious disease

surveillance and response network would enable us to respond effectively

in the event of an attack involving biological or chemical agents.

Dealing with the diversity of circumstances that may be involved in

bioterrorism requires a well-functioning public health surveillance and

response system. Since the publication of CDC s 1994 plan, we are working

to reinforce the Nation s public health infrastructure to deal with urgent

threats to public health, whether intentional or unintentional,

particularly at the state and local level. At present, CDC is providing

resources to 32 state and large local health departments for

infrastructure improvements.

CLOSING

This concludes my testimony. We appreciate the opportunity to participate

in this important hearing. I will be happy to answer any questions you may

have.
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Subject:      Anthrax/Smallpox ProMed Report Summary
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The Anthrax/Smallpox ProMed Reports..10/4/01 to 11/9/01 pdf file has been

updated to include last Friday at:

http://www.controlofbiohazards.com/hot_news_links.htm

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu
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I am sorry that I was out last week.

As the list owner let me remind you that the list is not for sniping at

fellow subscribers.  IF you have an issue with a subscriber take it

OFFLINE, i.e. email directly and not to the list.  I have in the past

removed folks who could not abide by that despite a warning.  I hope not to

have to do so in the future but will if necessary.

Disagreements on a scientific level are welcomed, personal are not.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu
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Am I too close to this?  I read through this twice, and I don't see how this

is different from the existing CDC guidelines?

-----Original Message-----

From: Jay Johnson [mailto:Jay_Johnson@QINTL.COM]

Sent: Monday, November 12, 2001 5:30 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Select Agent (proposed) Legislation
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Good afternoon. I am Dr. Stephen Ostroff, Associate Director for

Epidemiologic Science, National Center for Infectious Diseases at the

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. I am pleased to be here to

describe CDC s role in regulating the shipment of select agents that are

capable of causing substantial harm to human health. In addition, the

Committee asked CDC to address the adequacy and effectiveness of other

safeguards to prevent using biologic agents to harm the public health.

OVERVIEW OF CDC S REGULATION

In recent years, the threat of illegitimate use of infectious agents has

attracted increasing interest from the perspective of public health, in

view of concern that certain select agents could have serious adverse

consequences for human health and safety.

In general, the safety and security record has been good in the sale and

transfer of these agents and substances for research. Each year in the

U.S., thousands of samples of infectious agents are shipped without

incident. Moreover, continuing the shipment of infectious agents between

medical and research facilities is necessary to further medical research

and the diagnosis and treatment of infectious diseases.

To ensure that adequate safeguards are in place, the Antiterrorism and

Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 established new provisions to regulate

transfer of hazardous agents, and required the Secretary of Health and

Human Services to promulgate regulations to implement these provisions. In

response to this mandate, CDC published a final regulation in October 1996

which became effective on April 15, 1997.

The regulation amended existing CDC requirements for the packaging,

labeling and transport of select agents shipped in interstate commerce,

and placed additional shipping and handling requirements on facilities

that transfer or receive  select agents  that are capable of causing

substantial harm to human health. For purposes of the CDC regulation, a

 select agent  is defined as a microorganism (virus, bacterium, fungus,

rickettsia) or toxin, including genetically modified or genetic material

from those select agents, listed in the regulation.

CDC developed its regulation in consultation with an interdepartmental

workgroup, composed of representatives from within HHS and from other

Departments and Agencies, including the Departments of Justice and

Defense. The goal in developing the regulation was to strike a balance

between assuring the availability of materials to the scientific and

medical community for legitimate research purposes and preventing access

to these agents for other uses. This regulation is designed to ensure

these infectious agents are shipped only to institutions or individuals

equipped to handle them appropriately and only to those who have

legitimate reasons to use them; and to implement a system whereby

scientists and researchers involved in legitimate research may continue

transferring and receiving these agents without undue burdens. Thus, the

CDC regulation is based on the key principles of ensuring protection of

public health, without encumbering legitimate scientific and medical

research. I want to emphasize that we have worked extensively with our

partners in the scientific community to develop and implement the

regulation and have had excellent cooperation from various associations

and from the facilities registered under this regulation.

Specifically, CDC s regulation was designed to establish a system of

safeguards to be followed when specific agents are transported; collect

and provide information concerning the location where certain

potentially-hazardous agents are transferred; track the acquisition and

transfer of these specific agents; and establish a process for alerting

appropriate authorities if an unauthorized attempt is made to acquire

these agents. The rule includes six fundamental components: (1) A

comprehensive list of select agents; (2) registration of facilities

transferring these agents; (3) transfer requirements; (4) verification

procedures including audit, quality control, and accountability

mechanisms; (5) agent disposal requirements; and (6) research and clinical

exemptions.

Select Agent List

The CDC regulation includes a list of select agents subject to the rule.

This list includes approximately 40 viruses, bacteria, rickettsiae, fungi,

and toxins with the potential to cause substantial harm to human health.

All materials that are known or reasonably suspected of containing a

select agent, unless exempted as a human or veterinary clinical specimen,

are subject to the regulation. CDC intends to supplement or modify the

list as appropriate.

The select agent list in CDC s regulation is based on an existing list of

selected infectious agents whose export from the U.S. is controlled due to

their capacity for causing substantial harm to human health. In addition,

CDC consulted with US military and civilian experts and members of the

American Society for Microbiology, and solicited public comment on the

proposed select agent list by publishing it in the Federal Register as

part of the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. The current select agent

regulation, which is subject to change as new information becomes

available, is a result of those consultations.

Registration of Facilities Handling Select Agents

Commercial suppliers of select agents, as well as government agencies,

universities, research institutes and private companies that seek to

transfer or receive these agents, are required to register with CDC and

obtain a unique site registration number. The registration process

requires that a responsible facility official certify that the facility

and its laboratories meet the Biosafety Level 2, 3, and/or 4 standards for

working with dangerous pathogens as described in the 3rd edition of the

CDC/NIH Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories (BMBL).

Additional requirements for handling toxins are found at 29 CFR 1910.1450

-  Occupational Exposure to Hazardous Chemicals in Laboratories.  The

facility s unique registration number indicates that the facility is

registered to work with select agents at a prescribed biosafety level. The

number also is used to help validate all requests for transfer of

dangerous human pathogens.

Transfer Requirements

Prior to transferring a select agent, both the shipping and receiving

parties must complete required sections of an official transfer form. This

form lists the agents and requires information about the requestor as well

as the transferor, including their registration numbers, the type and

amount of agent requested, and the proposed use of the agent. This form

must accompany the purchase order and requests for obtaining these agents.

Both the requesting and transferring facilities must retain a copy of this

form. In addition, a copy is sent to CDC for documentation, and to be

available to federal and authorized state and local law enforcement

authorities if needed. The form also can be used for tracking purposes.

Verification Procedures

To ensure management oversight of the transfer process, each facility

shipping or receiving a covered select agent must designate a responsible

facility official. The responsible facility official for the requesting

facility must sign each request. The responsible facility official sending

the agent must verify that the recipient holds a currently valid

registration number, indicating that the recipient has the required

biosafety level capability. If the responsible facility official is unable

to validate the necessary information, the official contacts the CDC for

assistance. If necessary, appropriate law enforcement authorities would be

notified. Copies of the completed form are required to be kept by both the

requestor's and transferor's facility. Receipt of an agent must be

acknowledged by the recipient within three working days.

CDC may inspect a facility, with or without cause, to verify registration

information and to ensure that the facility meets the appropriate

biosafety level requirements and complies with the regulation. Routine

inspections of registered facilities are expected to begin in the near

future.

Agent Disposal Requirements

Select agents must be stored securely in accordance with prudent

laboratory practices, and facilities must have in place procedures for the

appropriate disposal of the agents. Disposal of select agents must be at

the facility, by known effective methods. CDC must be notified of the

disposal or complete consumption of a select agent.

Research and Clinical Exemptions

Licensed vaccines containing less pathogenic strains of some of the select

viral and bacterial agents are exempted from the list of agents. Transport

of clinical specimens for diagnostic and verification purposes are also

exempt, as are certain toxins used for legitimate medical purposes or

biomedical research. However, isolates of agents from clinical specimens

must be destroyed or sent to an approved repository after diagnostic

procedures have been completed. Otherwise, such isolates cannot be

transferred to another site unless the receiving site is registered.

Implementation Status

To date we have received approximately 1,000 inquiries from research,

educational and commercial facilities for information on the regulation,

presumably to determine whether they are required to register. We have

mailed out approximately 600 application packages. Approximately 60

facilities have completed the application process and are now registered.

Application packages are reviewed by CDC staff and the registration number

is usually issued within two weeks of receipt. At the time of

registration, each facility is given instructions for completing the

required  Transfer of Select Agent  document and a supply of the required

form. CDC has received transfer documents for approximately 130 shipments

of select agents.

CDC has developed a computerized database to track applications,

registrations, and select agent transfers. A paper file is also kept on

each registered facility. All files are stored in accordance with HHS data

security policies. CDC has worked closely with FBI personnel to ensure

that the FBI and other authorized law enforcement agencies have access to

the information if necessary.

ADDITIONAL SAFEGUARDS TO PROTECT PUBLIC HEALTH

Addressing the threat of bioterrorism requires an unprecedented level of

cooperation and partnership, bringing together agencies with diverse

missions. These include public health and law enforcement agencies,

civilian and military agencies, and public and private organizations. In

addition to the regulatory controls designed to safeguard select agents

from inappropriate use, prompt detection of disease threats requires

careful monitoring by effective disease surveillance systems, backed up by

the capacity to investigate and control outbreaks of a variety of health

problems in a timely manner.

In 1994, CDC launched a national effort to revitalize the U.S. capacity to

protect the public from infectious diseases. CDC's plan, "Addressing

Emerging Infectious Disease Threats: A Prevention Strategy for the United

States," is the foundation for a sound surveillance and response strategy

for responding to disease threats. A recent report of the National Science

and Technology Council, Committee on International Science, Engineering,

and Technology (CISET) Working Group on Emerging and Re-emerging

Infectious Diseases, emphasized that a global infectious disease

surveillance and response network would enable us to respond effectively

in the event of an attack involving biological or chemical agents.

Dealing with the diversity of circumstances that may be involved in

bioterrorism requires a well-functioning public health surveillance and

response system. Since the publication of CDC s 1994 plan, we are working

to reinforce the Nation s public health infrastructure to deal with urgent

threats to public health, whether intentional or unintentional,

particularly at the state and local level. At present, CDC is providing

resources to 32 state and large local health departments for

infrastructure improvements.

CLOSING

This concludes my testimony. We appreciate the opportunity to participate

in this important hearing. I will be happy to answer any questions you may

have.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Nov 2001 13:37:06 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Mendoza <lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU>

Organization: VCU-OEHS-Biological/Chemical Safety Section

Subject:      CDC A and B list

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------61FEB285E9B648EE733537F7"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------61FEB285E9B648EE733537F7

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello all...

I may be loosing my mind, because I have no idea what they're talking about, but

someone here at my institution asked about a CDC A and B list.  Can anyone

help?  Thanks.

--------------61FEB285E9B648EE733537F7

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="lgmendoz.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Larry Mendoza

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="lgmendoz.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Mendoza;Laurence

tel;fax:828-6169

tel;work:827-0353

x-mozilla-html:TRUE

org:VIRGINIA COMMONWEALTH UNIVERSITY;OEHS/CHEMICAL-BIOLOGICAL SAFETY

version:2.1

email;internet:lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU

title:Biosafety Inspector

adr;quoted-printable:;;1101 East Marshall St.=0D=0APO Box 980112;RICHMOND;VA;23298;USA

fn:Laurence Mendoza

end:vcard

--------------61FEB285E9B648EE733537F7--

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Nov 2001 12:59:56 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: CDC A and B list

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Perhaps they meant a list of Level A and B laboratories as part of the Lab

Response Network for Bioterrorism. Here's a general description from the ASM

web site:

ASM Partners with CDC Laboratory Response Network

James Snyder represented ASM at the Laboratory Response Network's (LRN),

Bioterrorism Working Group meeting, on March 16. The Association of Public

Health Laboratories (APHL) hosted the meeting at their headquarters in

Washington, DC. Representatives from CDC were also present at the meeting,

which was organized to discuss a strategic direction for public health

laboratories (Level B) to prepare and respond to bioterrorism, in

coordination with clinical laboratories (Level A), local, state, and federal

(Level C) laboratories, and the CDC (Level D) laboratory. The goal of the

LRN is to strengthen emergency preparedness and response among Level A-D

laboratories, through an evaluation of the existing infrastructure to

identify strengths and weaknesses. Ongoing evaluation of the infrastructure

will also take place to identify areas in need of increased emphasis and

resources. Effective communication between the associations was discussed,

including links to ASM's web page, where the Level A Protocols will be

posted in the near future.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

P.S. The webcast on "Coping with Bioterrorism--The Role of the Laboratorian"

presented last Friday and available in archive (see the CDC web site)

presented a map of the level B and C labs. Levels are agent-specific.

-----Original Message-----

From: Larry Mendoza [mailto:lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2001 12:37 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CDC A and B list

Hello all...

I may be loosing my mind, because I have no idea what they're talking about,

but

someone here at my institution asked about a CDC A and B list.  Can anyone

help?  Thanks.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Nov 2001 13:10:46 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC A and B list

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

If they are talking about potential bioterrorism agents, they may be

referring to the lists of potential biological terrorism agents on the CDC's

Public Health Emergency Preparedness and Response web site

(http://www.bt.cdc.gov/Agent/Agentlist.asp).  The lists on this web site are

divided into Categories A, B and C.

Hope this helps.

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Larry Mendoza [mailto:lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2001 12:37 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CDC A and B list

Hello all...

I may be loosing my mind, because I have no idea what they're talking about,

but

someone here at my institution asked about a CDC A and B list.  Can anyone

help?  Thanks.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Nov 2001 14:21:31 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC A and B list

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

MMWR Vol 49, No. RR-4, discusses Preparedness & Prevention, and came out

with the A & B:

Category A: can be easily disseminated or transmitted person-to-person,

etc. & includes smallpox, anthrax, plague, botulism, tulareamia, ebola,

etc.

Cat B: moderately easy to disseminate, etc. & include Q fever, brucellosis,

glanders, ricin, Staph B, etc.

Cat C: emerging pathogens that could be engineered in the future, and

include hantavirus, ticborne hemorrhageic, etc.

It also includes Chemicalt agents and Industrial Agents.

This is the list of material we're asking our researchers to provide us

with details on security, etc.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Nov 2001 14:25:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Mendoza <lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU>

Organization: VCU-OEHS-Biological/Chemical Safety Section

Subject:      Re: CDC A and B list

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------2B3BAF78F8AD9C2FE3B0CE25"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------2B3BAF78F8AD9C2FE3B0CE25

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

This helps alot...thanks...keep the info comin if ya got it.

Larry Mendoza

"Johnson, Julie A." wrote:

> If they are talking about potential bioterrorism agents, they may be

> referring to the lists of potential biological terrorism agents on the CDC's

> Public Health Emergency Preparedness and Response web site

> (http://www.bt.cdc.gov/Agent/Agentlist.asp).  The lists on this web site are

> divided into Categories A, B and C.

> Hope this helps.

>

> Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D., CBSP

> Biosafety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety

> 118 Agronomy Lab

> Iowa State University

> Ames, IA  50011

> Phone:  515-294-7657

> Fax:  515-294-9357

> Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

> Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Larry Mendoza [mailto:lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2001 12:37 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: CDC A and B list

>

> Hello all...

>

> I may be loosing my mind, because I have no idea what they're talking about,

> but

> someone here at my institution asked about a CDC A and B list.  Can anyone

> help?  Thanks.

--------------2B3BAF78F8AD9C2FE3B0CE25

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="lgmendoz.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Larry Mendoza

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="lgmendoz.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:Mendoza;Laurence

tel;fax:828-6169

tel;work:827-0353

x-mozilla-html:TRUE

org:VIRGINIA COMMONWEALTH UNIVERSITY;OEHS/CHEMICAL-BIOLOGICAL SAFETY

version:2.1

email;internet:lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU

title:Biosafety Inspector

adr;quoted-printable:;;1101 East Marshall St.=0D=0APO Box 980112;RICHMOND;VA;23298;USA

fn:Laurence Mendoza

end:vcard

--------------2B3BAF78F8AD9C2FE3B0CE25--

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Nov 2001 15:08:39 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michele Crase <E00MMC1@WPO.CSO.NIU.EDU>

Subject:      Latex Glove Removal

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

I know latex glove removal is second nature to most all of us.  I have

been asked by various groups on campus for a pictoral guide, one page,

on latex glove removal.  One may already be out there.  Does anyone have

such a guide available for me to copy?  I appreciate your help.

Thanks

Michele Crase MT(ASCP), MPH

******************************************

Michele Crase

Environmental Health and Safety

Northern Illinois University

DeKalb, IL

mcrase@niu.edu

815-753-9251

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Nov 2001 15:30:19 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Betty Kupskay <Betty_Kupskay@HC-SC.GC.CA>

Subject:      Vaccination policies for vaccinia virus

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Hi all! Would anybody like to share their research-related vaccination policies

for work with vaccinia virus?

Any information would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks in advance.

Betty Kupskay, MSc, RBP

Senior Biosafety Officer/Health Canada

Canadian Science Centre for Human and Animal Health

1015 Arlington St., Suite A1010

Winnipeg, MB   R3E 3P6

Ph:      204-789-2065

Fax:    204-789-2069

EMail:    betty_kupskay@hc-sc.gc.ca

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Nov 2001 16:37:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Latex Glove Removal

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

This website has a guide:

http://www.inform.umd.edu/CampusInfo/Departments/EnvirSafety/os/ppe/glove/

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Michele Crase [SMTP:E00MMC1@WPO.CSO.NIU.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2001 4:09 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Latex Glove Removal

>

> I know latex glove removal is second nature to most all of us.  I have

> been asked by various groups on campus for a pictoral guide, one page,

> on latex glove removal.  One may already be out there.  Does anyone have

> such a guide available for me to copy?  I appreciate your help.

>

> Thanks

> Michele Crase MT(ASCP), MPH

>

>

> ******************************************

> Michele Crase

> Environmental Health and Safety

> Northern Illinois University

> DeKalb, IL

> mcrase@niu.edu

> 815-753-9251

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Nov 2001 17:09:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "David N. Easton" <dne2a@VIRGINIA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Vaccination policies for vaccinia virus

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Betty:

We have a policy on our biosafety home page:

http://keats.admin.virginia.edu/bio/home.html

Scroll down a few lines to find it.

Cheers,

David N. Easton

Betty Kupskay wrote:

> Hi all! Would anybody like to share their research-related vaccination policies

> for work with vaccinia virus?

>

> Any information would be greatly appreciated.

>

> Thanks in advance.

>

> Betty Kupskay, MSc, RBP

> Senior Biosafety Officer/Health Canada

> Canadian Science Centre for Human and Animal Health

> 1015 Arlington St., Suite A1010

> Winnipeg, MB   R3E 3P6

> Ph:      204-789-2065

> Fax:    204-789-2069

> EMail:    betty_kupskay@hc-sc.gc.ca

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 13 Nov 2001 16:43:22 -0500

Reply-To:     keenej@mail.nih.gov

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         NIH <keenej@MAIL.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Vaccination policies for vaccinia virus

In-Reply-To:  <85256B03.00762E20.00@smta00.hc-sc.gc.ca>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Check out the CDC site www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5010a1.htm

John H. Keene, Dr. P.H., CBSP

Acting Biosafety Officer

Division of Safety, OSHB

National Institutes of Health

email keenej@mail.nih.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Betty Kupskay

Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2001 4:30 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Vaccination policies for vaccinia virus

Hi all! Would anybody like to share their research-related vaccination

policies

for work with vaccinia virus?

Any information would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks in advance.

Betty Kupskay, MSc, RBP

Senior Biosafety Officer/Health Canada

Canadian Science Centre for Human and Animal Health

1015 Arlington St., Suite A1010

Winnipeg, MB   R3E 3P6

Ph:      204-789-2065

Fax:    204-789-2069

EMail:    betty_kupskay@hc-sc.gc.ca

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 14 Nov 2001 10:24:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Newberry <wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent (proposed) Legislation

In-Reply-To:  <20011112215840.32376.qmail@web13305.mail.yahoo.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Have you seen the USA Patriot Act (signed into law at the end of

October) verbiage? I pulled this bit out and kicked it upstairs last

week:

SEC. 817. EXPANSION OF THE BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS STATUTE.

Chapter 10 of title 18, United States Code, is amended-

(1) in section 175-

(A) in subsection (b)-

(i) by striking ''does not include'' and inserting

''includes'';

(ii) by inserting ''other than'' after ''system for'';

and

(iii) by inserting ''bona fide research'' after ''protective'';

(B) by redesignating subsection (b) as subsection (c);

and

(C) by inserting after subsection (a) the following:

''(b) ADDITIONAL OFFENSE.-Whoever knowingly possesses any

biological agent, toxin, or delivery system of a type or in a quantity

that, under the circumstances, is not reasonably justified by a

prophylactic, protective, bona fide research, or other peaceful purpose,

shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than

10 years, or both. In this subsection, the terms 'biological agent'

and 'toxin' do not encompass any biological agent or toxin that

is in its naturally occurring environment, if the biological agent

or toxin has not been cultivated, collected, or otherwise extracted

from its natural source.'';

(2) by inserting after section 175a the following:

''SEC. 175b. POSSESSION BY RESTRICTED PERSONS.

''(a) No restricted person described in subsection (b) shall ship

or transport interstate or foreign commerce, or possess in or

affecting commerce, any biological agent or toxin, or receive any

biological agent or toxin that has been shipped or transported

in interstate or foreign commerce, if the biological agent or toxin

is listed as a select agent in subsection (j) of section 72.6 of title

42, Code of Federal Regulations, pursuant to section 511(d)(l) of

the Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 (Public

Law 104-132), and is not exempted under subsection (h) of such

section 72.6, or appendix A of part 72 of the Code of Regulations.

''(b) In this section:

''(1) The term 'select agent' does not include any such

biological agent or toxin that is in its naturally-occurring

environment, if the biological agent or toxin has not been

cultivated, collected, or otherwise extracted from its natural

source.

''(2) The term 'restricted person' means an individual who-

''(A) is under indictment for a crime punishable by

imprisonment for a term exceeding 1 year;

''(B) has been convicted in any court of a crime punishable

by imprisonment for a term exceeding 1 year;

''(C) is a fugitive from justice;

''(D) is an unlawful user of any controlled substance

(as defined in section 102 of the Controlled Substances

Act (21 U.S.C. 802));

''(E) is an alien illegally or unlawfully in the United

States;

''(F) has been adjudicated as a mental defective or

has been committed to any mental institution;

''(G) is an alien (other than an alien lawfully admitted

for permanent residence) who is a national of a country

as to which the Secretary of State, pursuant to section

6(j) of the Export Administration Act of 1979 (50 U.S.C.

App. 2405(j)), section 620A of chapter 1 of part M of the

Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2371), or section

40(d) of chapter 3 of the Arms Export Control Act (22

U.S.C. 2780(d)), has made a determination (that remains

in effect) that such country has repeatedly provided support

for acts of international terrorism; or

''(H) has been discharged from the Armed Services

of the United States under dishonorable conditions.

''(3) The term 'alien' has the same meaning as in section

1010(a)(3) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.

1101(a)(3)).

''(4) The term 'lawfully admitted for permanent residence'

has the same meaning as in section 101(a)(20) of the Immigration

and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(20)).

''(c) Whoever knowingly violates this section shall be fined

as provided in this title, imprisoned not more than 10 years, or

both, but the prohibition contained in this section shall not apply

with respect to any duly authorized United States governmental

activity.''; and

(3) in the chapter analysis, by inserting after the item

relating to section 175a the following:

''175b. Possession by restricted persons.''.

--

Robin

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

W. Robert Newberry, IV CIH, CHMM

Chief Environmental Health and Safety Officer

Clemson University

wnewber@clemson.edu  ehs@clemson.edu

http://ehs.clemson.edu/

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 14 Nov 2001 11:26:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent (proposed) Legislation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Was this signed?  I see the enrolled version that was sent to the

President, but I do not see if it was signed.

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2001 10:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Select Agent (proposed) Legislation

Have you seen the USA Patriot Act (signed into law at the end of

October) verbiage? I pulled this bit out and kicked it upstairs last

week:

SEC. 817. EXPANSION OF THE BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS STATUTE.

Chapter 10 of title 18, United States Code, is amended-

(1) in section 175-

(A) in subsection (b)-

(i) by striking ''does not include'' and inserting

''includes'';

(ii) by inserting ''other than'' after ''system for'';

and

(iii) by inserting ''bona fide research'' after ''protective'';

(B) by redesignating subsection (b) as subsection (c);

and

(C) by inserting after subsection (a) the following:

''(b) ADDITIONAL OFFENSE.-Whoever knowingly possesses any

biological agent, toxin, or delivery system of a type or in a quantity

that, under the circumstances, is not reasonably justified by a

prophylactic, protective, bona fide research, or other peaceful purpose,

shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than

10 years, or both. In this subsection, the terms 'biological agent'

and 'toxin' do not encompass any biological agent or toxin that

is in its naturally occurring environment, if the biological agent

or toxin has not been cultivated, collected, or otherwise extracted

from its natural source.'';

(2) by inserting after section 175a the following:

''SEC. 175b. POSSESSION BY RESTRICTED PERSONS.

''(a) No restricted person described in subsection (b) shall ship

or transport interstate or foreign commerce, or possess in or

affecting commerce, any biological agent or toxin, or receive any

biological agent or toxin that has been shipped or transported

in interstate or foreign commerce, if the biological agent or toxin

is listed as a select agent in subsection (j) of section 72.6 of title

42, Code of Federal Regulations, pursuant to section 511(d)(l) of

the Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 (Public

Law 104-132), and is not exempted under subsection (h) of such

section 72.6, or appendix A of part 72 of the Code of Regulations.

''(b) In this section:

''(1) The term 'select agent' does not include any such

biological agent or toxin that is in its naturally-occurring

environment, if the biological agent or toxin has not been

cultivated, collected, or otherwise extracted from its natural

source.

''(2) The term 'restricted person' means an individual who-

''(A) is under indictment for a crime punishable by

imprisonment for a term exceeding 1 year;

''(B) has been convicted in any court of a crime punishable

by imprisonment for a term exceeding 1 year;

''(C) is a fugitive from justice;

''(D) is an unlawful user of any controlled substance

(as defined in section 102 of the Controlled Substances

Act (21 U.S.C. 802));

''(E) is an alien illegally or unlawfully in the United

States;

''(F) has been adjudicated as a mental defective or

has been committed to any mental institution;

''(G) is an alien (other than an alien lawfully admitted

for permanent residence) who is a national of a country

as to which the Secretary of State, pursuant to section

6(j) of the Export Administration Act of 1979 (50 U.S.C.

App. 2405(j)), section 620A of chapter 1 of part M of the

Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2371), or section

40(d) of chapter 3 of the Arms Export Control Act (22

U.S.C. 2780(d)), has made a determination (that remains

in effect) that such country has repeatedly provided support

for acts of international terrorism; or

''(H) has been discharged from the Armed Services

of the United States under dishonorable conditions.

''(3) The term 'alien' has the same meaning as in section

1010(a)(3) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C.

1101(a)(3)).

''(4) The term 'lawfully admitted for permanent residence'

has the same meaning as in section 101(a)(20) of the Immigration

and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(20)).

''(c) Whoever knowingly violates this section shall be fined

as provided in this title, imprisoned not more than 10 years, or

both, but the prohibition contained in this section shall not apply

with respect to any duly authorized United States governmental

activity.''; and

(3) in the chapter analysis, by inserting after the item

relating to section 175a the following:

''175b. Possession by restricted persons.''.

--

Robin

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

W. Robert Newberry, IV CIH, CHMM

Chief Environmental Health and Safety Officer

Clemson University

wnewber@clemson.edu  ehs@clemson.edu

http://ehs.clemson.edu/
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sue Pedrick <spedric@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent (proposed) Legislation

In-Reply-To:  <9007BA21DA192243A1A29BB85C4BAB716EF7DE@exch-staff.smcm.edu >
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Yes, Oct. 25: http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2001/10/20011026-5.html

At 11:26 AM 11/14/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Was this signed?  I see the enrolled version that was sent to the

>President, but I do not see if it was signed.

>

>Norm
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Thomas Goob <tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG>

Subject:      Transfer of Microorganisms
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Hello all,

        I work for a clinical lab that does limited research.  We are routinely asked to provide microorganisms (i.e. E.coli and Staph epidermidis) to local community college programs and university medical technologist programs for educational purposes.

        On occasion, we may also get involved in research projects where we provide more serious bugs (i.e. m. tuberculosis) to local researchers.

        I am aware that our import permit from the Dept. of Agriculture prohibits transferring Q.C. organisms, however, I am not aware of any other regulations that may pertain to this situation.  Are there any?

        Secondly, does anyone have a written agreement that they would be willing to share with me that they use when transferring organisms?  I have asked our corporate counsel to draft up one and they wanted to see what others were doing.

        I would also welcome comments on if you think I am being overly concerned about us giving away our bugs without any written agreement.

Thanks,

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

    |  |

    |  |Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

   /    \650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

  /      \Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

 /        \(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

|          |email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

 \________/

 DIAGNOSTIC

 LABORATORY

SERVICES,INC.
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Transfer of Microorganisms
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ATCC uses a form, which requires the recipient to state what materials they

are requesting (including strains), the equipment, PPE or containment that

allows their lab to work at a given biosafety level, a space for the

biosafety or other appropriate safety rep to print and sign their name, and

indicate the appropriate safety level.  There are probably other disclaimers

the recipient must sign as well.

I consider this a brief, simple and well-devised form, in that the

person/entity receiving the material is defining their BSL and someone in

their administration is verifying.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Pager:   303-266-5402

Fax:      303-315-8026

email:    therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu <mailto:therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sam Snyder <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Vaccination policies for vaccinia virus
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Thanks for the info, I went your webpage and it is full of good stuff!

Sam Snyder Ph.D. MPH PE

Risk Management Services

Los Angeles County Office of Education

> ----------

> From:         David N. Easton[SMTP:dne2a@VIRGINIA.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Tuesday, November 13, 2001 4:09 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Vaccination policies for vaccinia virus

>

> Betty:

>

> We have a policy on our biosafety home page:

>

> http://keats.admin.virginia.edu/bio/home.html

>

> Scroll down a few lines to find it.

>

> Cheers,

>

> David N. Easton

>

> Betty Kupskay wrote:

>

> > Hi all! Would anybody like to share their research-related vaccination

> policies

> > for work with vaccinia virus?

> >

> > Any information would be greatly appreciated.

> >

> > Thanks in advance.

> >

> > Betty Kupskay, MSc, RBP

> > Senior Biosafety Officer/Health Canada

> > Canadian Science Centre for Human and Animal Health

> > 1015 Arlington St., Suite A1010

> > Winnipeg, MB   R3E 3P6

> > Ph:      204-789-2065

> > Fax:    204-789-2069

> > EMail:    betty_kupskay@hc-sc.gc.ca

>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lois Sowden-Plunkett <lsowden@UOTTAWA.CA>

Subject:      Re: removal of equipments from bl3 lab
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I would suggest you bag them and decontaminate with formaldehyde gas. As

we do not undertake this work inhouse, I could provide you with a

contact should you require more detail.

Lois

Jong Teck Keong wrote:

> Hi all, I have some equipments (balance, waterbath, micro-centrifuges

> etc) in the BL3 lab that has to be removed for repair or to be

> condemned. What kind of decontamination must i do and how do i go

> about doing it?At the moment, we are only using BL2 stuffs in there

> which include viruses, bacteria and cell lines. Thanks in

> advance. Jong TKSafety OfficerInstiute of Molecular and Cell

> BiologySingapore

--

Lois Sowden-Plunkett

Head, Radiation and Biosafety

University of Ottawa

Environmental Health and Safety Service

100 Thomas More, Suite 306

Ottawa, ON.      K1N-6N5

phone: (613) 562-5800 ext. 3058

fax.:     (613) 562-5112
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      FW: CDC (HIV-HASR): Revised Fact Sheet: Surveillance of Health Ca

              re W orkers
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The new data is out.

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: HST/DHAP HIV Listserv Manager [SMTP:hivlstserv@cdc.gov]

> Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2001 11:09 AM

> To:   HIV-HASR@LISTSERV.CDC.GOV

> Subject:      CDC (HIV-HASR): Revised Fact Sheet: Surveillance of Health Care

> W orkers

>

> The following document has been revised on the CDC-NCHSTP-Divisions of

> HIV/AIDS Prevention website to reflect data through December 31, 2000:

>

> "Surveillance of Health Care Workers with HIV/AIDS"

> (http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/pubs/facts/hcwsurv.htm).

>

> A PDF version of this fact sheet is also available:

> (http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/pubs/facts/hcwsurv.pdf).

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      [Fwd: [Fwd: [RESADM-L] Bio-Hazard safety,

              Policies and Education Programs]]
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This forwarded message is from a nonsubscriber SO, please answer her

directly, i.e. DO NOT HIT THE REPLY BUTTON.

Her email is at the end of her posting.  Thanks,

>Well, another element has been added to my day - I need access to policies

>(current and working) on Bio-Hazards Safety for small universities with

>labs that are appropriate for pathogenic agent research (new bio/chem

>building).  If any one of you has a policy and educational programs you

>would like to share please either point me in the direction of your web

>site, allow me access to read and perhaps copy, or send items to me via

>e-mail attachment.  I will be eternally grateful.  Thanks.

>

>Please communicate directly with me so that we don't use up so much time

>and space for everyone on the listserv.  Thanks.

>

>Mary Watson

>mwatson@valdsota.edu

>

>Mary H. Watson

>Director, Grants and Contracts

>Room 215, Regional Center for Continuing Education

>Valdosta State University

>Valdosta, GA  31698

>

>229-333-7837 (phone)

>229-245-3853 (Fax)

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

Subject:      sealed homogenizers
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Hi folks!  I had some information on a homogenizer that was basically

sealable (with a cap and o-ring) to reduce the production of aerosols.  In

any case, I lost that information and was wondering if you can help me out.

The researcher is planning on working in a BSC anyway, but we were looking

at this as a second layer of protection.  He is working with Legionella

pneumophila.  Thank  you!

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cheri L. Hildreth" <cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      Bioterrorism legislation
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Some of you may have already seen the 1//16 Chronicle of Higher Educationarticle on the increased controls for laboratories that are being proposedin various bills in both the House and Senate.  If not, I have includedthe link below along with several others that you may want to take a lookat. Yesterday, Rep. Tauzin of La. held a hearing on this issue and Sen.Frist,Tn and Kennedy,Mass. held a press conference to announce theintroduction of their bill "Bioterrorism Preparedness Act 2001"   S. 1715. The House has already passed Tauzin's bill ( HR 3160) entitled "Bioterrori=

sm Enforcement Act of 2001" but this whole thing is far from over...  staytuned..

http://www.chronicle.com/weekly/v48/i12/12a02501.htm ( 11/16 Chronicle ofHigher Education article

"Laboratories Face Crackdown in Wake of Anthrax Scare -- Scientists saynew rules are needed, but some fear Congress may go too far"

http://www.senate.gov/%7Ejudiciary/hr110601st.htm ( Testimony beforeJudiciary Subcommittee on Technology, Terrorism and Government Informationhearing on November 6, 2001 "Germs, Toxins and Terror:

 The New Threat to America" Sen. Feinstein presiding-- includes testimonyby Dr. Ron Atlas--  Pres. Elect of Am. Society of Microbiology)

http://energycommerce.house.gov/107/hearings/11152001Hearing427/hearing.htm=

 ( Rep. Tauzin's 11/15 hearing on bioterrorism preparedness Note: His billHR 3160 would amend the 1996 Anti-terrorrism and Effective Death PenaltyAct has already passed House -- entitled "Bioterrorism Enforcement Act of2001". Indications that he may file a second bill)   

http://www.senate.gov/~frist/Press_Center/News_Releases/01-234/01-234.html( 11/15 Press release on Sen. Frist/Kennedy bill S. 1715 "BioterrorismPreparedness Act of 2001 -- full text not yet available only summaries)

And of course the USA Patriot Act of 2001( HR 3162) was signed into law10/26 and does have provisions that will impact labs. 

Finally, the American Society of Microbiology has some very usefulinformation posted at

http://www.asm.org/pcsrc/bioprep.htm  Hope this is helpful... Thanks,Cheri

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu 
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         John Bristol <John_Bristol@ERI.EISAI.COM>

Subject:      Re: sealed homogenizers
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The homogenizers are obtained from IdeaWorks! Laboratory Devices, LLC .

Contact them at (315) 488-1082 Ext. 24.  Their address is:  1857 West

Fayette Street, Syracuse, NY  13204.  Email:  Info@IdeaworksLab.com  They

sell for about $150 each.

John Bristol

Associate Director, EH&S

Eisai Research Institute

Andover, MA  01810

john_bristol@eisai.com
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeff Heller <Heller_Jeff@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: sealed homogenizers
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John;

Will it make a good thick malted milk?

LOL.

Sorry, it's Friday and I could'nt help myself.

Richard;

Don't take me off the list

Jeff

> ----------

> From:         John Bristol

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, November 16, 2001 10:55 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: sealed homogenizers

>

> The homogenizers are obtained from IdeaWorks! Laboratory Devices, LLC .

> Contact them at (315) 488-1082 Ext. 24.  Their address is:  1857 West

> Fayette Street, Syracuse, NY  13204.  Email:  Info@IdeaworksLab.com  They

> sell for about $150 each.

>

> John Bristol

> Associate Director, EH&S

> Eisai Research Institute

> Andover, MA  01810

> john_bristol@eisai.com

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sam Snyder <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: sealed homogenizers
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TSK! TSK!

> ----------

> From:         Jeff Heller[SMTP:Heller_Jeff@LACOE.EDU]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Friday, November 16, 2001 11:56 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: sealed homogenizers

>

> John;

>

> Will it make a good thick malted milk?

>

> LOL.

>

> Sorry, it's Friday and I could'nt help myself.

>

> Richard;

>

> Don't take me off the list

>

> Jeff

>

> > ----------

> > From:         John Bristol

> > Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> > Sent:         Friday, November 16, 2001 10:55 AM

> > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject:      Re: sealed homogenizers

> >

> > The homogenizers are obtained from IdeaWorks! Laboratory Devices, LLC .

> > Contact them at (315) 488-1082 Ext. 24.  Their address is:  1857 West

> > Fayette Street, Syracuse, NY  13204.  Email:  Info@IdeaworksLab.com

> They

> > sell for about $150 each.

> >

> > John Bristol

> > Associate Director, EH&S

> > Eisai Research Institute

> > Andover, MA  01810

> > john_bristol@eisai.com

> >

>
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From:         Barry Cohen <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

Subject:      Re: sealed homogenizers
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I seem to recall a List Member (perhaps Michelle Destefano,

but don't quote me) was working on a device like this.

Perhaps she will respond.

Regards,

--bdc

Barry Cohen

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

195 Albany Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4492

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com
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From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Appropriate PPE for first responder
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Hi,

I know this has probably been covered previously but I'd like to revisit

this issue.  I have seen various protocols written for responding to a

"white powder" incident, meaning anthrax and am a bit confused by the

variety of responses.  What are other Institutions using for appropriate

PPE to respond to a "white powder" incident?

Thanks,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <lindseykayman@USA.NET>

Subject:      Re: [sealed homogenizers]- Omni
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Try Omni- Sealed Homogenizers.  See

http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/technical/biosafety.htm#Equipment

Lindsey Kayman

"Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU> wrote:

Hi folks!  I had some information on a homogenizer that was basically

sealable (with a cap and o-ring) to reduce the production of aerosols.  I=

n

any case, I lost that information and was wondering if you can help me ou=

t.

The researcher is planning on working in a BSC anyway, but we were lookin=

g

at this as a second layer of protection.  He is working with Legionella

pneumophila.  Thank  you!

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

____________________________________________________________________

Get free e-mail and a permanent address at http://www.amexmail.com/?A=3D1=
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Betty Kupskay <Betty_Kupskay@HC-SC.GC.CA>

Subject:      Disinfection for Cryptosporidium
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Does anyone have any info on biosafety considerations when working with

Cryptosporidium - i.e. useful disinfectants for use in a biological safety

cabinet?

The only info I have is that it is resistant to most disinfectants including 3%

hypochlorite, iodophors, 5% formaldehyde and requires prolonged treatment (18

hours) using 1% sodium hypochlorite with 10% formalin or 5% ammonia reduces

infectivity  - not really cabinet-friendly!

Any help from those of you who have dealt with this issue would be greatly

appreciated.

Thanks in advance!

Betty Kupskay, MSc, RBP

Senior Biosafety Officer/Health Canada

Canadian Science Centre for Human and Animal Health

1015 Arlington St., Suite A1010

Winnipeg, MB   R3E 3P6

Ph:      204-789-2065

Fax:    204-789-2069

EMail:    betty_kupskay@hc-sc.gc.ca

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 19 Nov 2001 11:48:28 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michelle DeStefano <destefam@CNYRC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: sealed homogenizers

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi All,

I just got back from vacation, so I am jumping into this discussion a bit

late.  Barry is right, it was me.  I presented info at the ABSA annual

meeting a few years back on a aerosol-resistant homogenizing assembly.  We

finally have them commercially available.  You can purchase them thru

IdeaWorks! (Info@IdeaworksLab.com), Krackeler Scientific or email/call me

for more info.

Thanks,

Michelle

At 01:18 PM 11/16/2001 -0500, you wrote:

>I seem to recall a List Member (perhaps Michelle Destefano,

>but don't quote me) was working on a device like this.

>

>Perhaps she will respond.

>

>Regards,

>

>--bdc

>

>Barry Cohen

>Director, Environmental Health and Safety

>Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

>195 Albany Street

>Cambridge, MA 02139

>(V):  617/613-4385

>(F):  617/613-4492

>(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

>

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 477-4597

fax: (315) 476-5348

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 20 Nov 2001 03:36:29 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christian Nordqvist <CNordqvist@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Terms you may come across

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_54.1e399dc5.292b700d_boundary"

--part1_54.1e399dc5.292b700d_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="UTF-8"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Language: en

I have compiled the world=E2=80=99s largest database of medical, pharma, bio=

tech,

dentistry, agrochem and healthcare abbreviations (50,000).

<A HREF=3D"http://www.pharma-lexicon.com/">www.pharma-lexicon.com</A>

You can also download the search box and have it in your own computer (this

is free).

Regards

Christian

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 20 Nov 2001 13:31:48 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      Animal Labs - Signage

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

All:

I am looking for information regarding signage used to label laboratories

that handle live animals for observation studies, surgeries, behavioral

studies, etc.  Do you use the ABSL-1 hazard label, no label, or other hazard

label.  I am looking to ensure lab hazard label consistency throughout the

site.

Thanks for your benchmarking assistance.

Bliss

Biosafety Manager

302-886-2185

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 20 Nov 2001 16:51:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      Resend - Bioterrorism

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

All:

Can anyone resend to me the emails sent around Bioterrorism.  I saved them

to a file - my computer will not allow me to open!!!

Thanks!!

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 Nov 2001 08:44:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal Labs - Signage

In-Reply-To:  <58D14FEA074DD21197DC00805FA798D8033F659E@usuwphmsx03.usuwd

              .astrazeneca.net>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_692854712==_.ALT"

--=====================_692854712==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi Bliss,

At MIT we use our standard BL signs and there is also an entry requirement

sign that visually demonstrates what PPE is required for entry.  In areas

where animals have infectious agents, there is a notice regarding that.

Happy Thanksgiving to all.

Richie

At 01:31 PM 11/20/01 -0500, you wrote:

>All:

>I am looking for information regarding signage used to label laboratories

>that handle live animals for observation studies, surgeries, behavioral

>studies, etc.  Do you use the ABSL-1 hazard label, no label, or other hazard

>label.  I am looking to ensure lab hazard label consistency throughout the

>site.

>

>Thanks for your benchmarking assistance.

>Bliss

>Biosafety Manager

>302-886-2185

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 Nov 2001 11:37:13 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Maeve Sowles <maeve@OREGON.UOREGON.EDU>

Subject:      Horse Blood Agar

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Hello,

I have a question about whether any special precautions need to be in place

for pouring blood agar plates using laked horse blood. I am familiar with

Bloodborne Pathogen standard, but am not sure about any additional

guidelines addressing prion concerns. The researcher is using Helicobacter

pylori, and there are NIH guidelines (BL 2), they will be following. Do any

of you cover prion-type risks in your training programs, or does it fall

under Bloodborne Pathogen training? I want to be sure I am not missing

anything.

Most of our faculty and student researchers are not working with infectious

disease or human body fluids.

Thanks for your help,

Maeve

Maeve Sowles

Lab Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Oregon

1230 Franklin Blvd.

Eugene, OR 97403-5224

(541) 346-2867

Fax (541) 346-7008

maeve@oregon.uoregon.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 26 Nov 2001 08:56:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Horse Blood Agar

In-Reply-To:  <4.3.2.7.2.20011121113643.00ace2b0@oregon.uoregon.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Good Morning,

I will take a swing at this one.

Horse blood is not normaly considered to be a BBP.  If it is known that the

mixture is contaminated with a known pathogenic organism then you have a

bbp.  Heliobactor pylori,  Isn't this the organism at fault for ulcers?  It

probably qualifies as a bbp.

Bob

>Hello,

>

>I have a question about whether any special precautions need to be in place

>for pouring blood agar plates using laked horse blood. I am familiar with

>Bloodborne Pathogen standard, but am not sure about any additional

>guidelines addressing prion concerns. The researcher is using Helicobacter

>pylori, and there are NIH guidelines (BL 2), they will be following. Do any

>of you cover prion-type risks in your training programs, or does it fall

>under Bloodborne Pathogen training? I want to be sure I am not missing

>anything.

>

>Most of our faculty and student researchers are not working with infectious

>disease or human body fluids.

>

>Thanks for your help,

>

>Maeve

>

>Maeve Sowles

>Lab Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of Oregon

>1230 Franklin Blvd.

>Eugene, OR 97403-5224

>(541) 346-2867

>Fax (541) 346-7008

>maeve@oregon.uoregon.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 27 Nov 2001 23:19:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Delpin, Leslie" <lm.delpin@UCONN.EDU>

Subject:      B. anthracis Environmental Sample Collection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello all,

Does anyone know of a reputable company, preferably in the New England area,

that does environmental sampling for B. anthracis?

Leslie Delpin RBP, SM/NRM, CBSP

Biological Health and Safety Manager

University of Connecticut

Environmental Health and Safety U-97

3102 Horsebarn Hill Road

Storrs, CT 06269-4097

Tel:  860-486-2436

Fax:  860-486-1106

E-mail:  lm.delpin@uconn.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 Nov 2001 08:32:21 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: B. anthracis Environmental Sample Collection

In-Reply-To:  <2C5689A4A1B98F458964611A2759C540019C63E5@EXCHANGE1.uits.uconn.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

If you find anybody at all in the continental US I would be interested:)

Bob

>Hello all,

>

>Does anyone know of a reputable company, preferably in the New England area,

>that does environmental sampling for B. anthracis?

>

>Leslie Delpin RBP, SM/NRM, CBSP

>Biological Health and Safety Manager

>University of Connecticut

>Environmental Health and Safety U-97

>3102 Horsebarn Hill Road

>Storrs, CT 06269-4097

>Tel:  860-486-2436

>Fax:  860-486-1106

>E-mail:  lm.delpin@uconn.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 Nov 2001 14:00:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Scott Finkernagel <finkersw@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello to all,

Please let me know if any of your institutions limit or restict the use ofNatural Gas in your Biosafety Cabinets.

Regards,

Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

Biological Safety Officer

UMDNJ- EOHSS

335 George Street Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688

Ph.# 732-235-9370  Fax 5-9371

e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 Nov 2001 17:14:31 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: B. anthracis Environmental Sample Collection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Anthrax...testing should be available through almost any environmental

firm.

I would call your local emergency management agency first, then CDC(p)

and let them direct you towards a testing firm, if nec.

Norm

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2001 8:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: B. anthracis Environmental Sample Collection

If you find anybody at all in the continental US I would be interested:)

Bob

>Hello all,

>

>Does anyone know of a reputable company, preferably in the New England

area,

>that does environmental sampling for B. anthracis?

>

>Leslie Delpin RBP, SM/NRM, CBSP

>Biological Health and Safety Manager

>University of Connecticut

>Environmental Health and Safety U-97

>3102 Horsebarn Hill Road

>Storrs, CT 06269-4097

>Tel:  860-486-2436

>Fax:  860-486-1106

>E-mail:  lm.delpin@uconn.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental

Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail

rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 Nov 2001 17:39:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         SANDRA DEMPSEY <DEMPSESX@PG.CC.MD.US>

Subject:      Re: B. anthracis Environmental Sample Collection

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi group-

Alexeter Technologies (1-877-591-5571) markets environmental sample kitsto qualified agencies. Check out their website at  www.alexeter.com .

Cheers, Sandy Dempsey

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 08:47:24 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sossai <serprotezione@SMARTINO.GE.IT>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0020_01C178B2.77D76080"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0020_01C178B2.77D76080

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

May be isn't very interesting for you but in my hospital in Genoa(Italy)is forbidden the use of bunsen under biohazard hood

Dimitri Sossai

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 08:22:13 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Steve Kridel <kride001@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Duke University Medical Center does permit the use of natural gas in Class

II Type A BSC's. The installation is done by in-house mechanics. The local

Fire Department requires the piping to be run through an external cut-off

valve (so you don't have to reach across the work surface to turn off the

petcock) located on the exterior of the cabinet, within arms' reach of the

BSC operator.

Steve Kridel

Medical Center Engineering & Operations

Duke University Health System

Scott Finkernagel <finkersw@UMDNJ.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 11/28/2001

02:00:15 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

Hello to all,

Please let me know if any of your institutions limit or restict the use of

Natural Gas in your Biosafety Cabinets.

Regards,

Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

Biological Safety Officer

UMDNJ- EOHSS

335 George Street Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688

Ph.# 732-235-9370  Fax 5-9371

e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 08:50:23 -0500

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S

Subject:      Re: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------646B9F5780951D25090F347D"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------646B9F5780951D25090F347D

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We explain why it's not needed (disposable supplies, sterile air flow) but do not formally restrict the use.  The

number of 'converts' is small but most progress in this field is incremental.

Paul

Scott Finkernagel wrote:

> Hello to all,

>

> Please let me know if any of your institutions limit or restict the use of Natural Gas in your Biosafety Cabinets.

>

> Regards,

>

> Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

> Biological Safety Officer

> UMDNJ- EOHSS

> 335 George Street Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

> New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688

> Ph.# 732-235-9370  Fax 5-9371

> e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu

>

--------------646B9F5780951D25090F347D

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;12720

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------646B9F5780951D25090F347D--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 07:21:28 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

In-Reply-To:  <sc04edfd.062@umdnj.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Scott -

During my 4+ years as BSO at UC San Francisco, I was not aware of any new

BSC installations that included gas plumbing.  At Aviron, none of our 100

or so BSC's have natural gas plumbed to them.  There's no reason to do so.

Virtually everything needed can be obtained pre-sterilized, including

inoculating loops and needles.  Flaming bottle and flask lips is not only

silly with plasticware but has been shown to increase rather than decrease

the potential for contamination with glassware.  Old-timers may find the

habit hard to break but even old dogs can learn new tricks, and they can be

"weaned" off of flaming their metal loops and needles by using an electric

flameless device such as the Bacti-Cinerator.  (Side question - does anyone

know if a red-hot loop is an adequate ignition source for ethanol fumes?)

I've seen the aftermath of a few hood fires and it's not pretty.  They're

typically caused by an open flame in a BSC recently deconned using ethanol

or IPA.  The alcohol fumes go off in a major "whoof" that can break the

sash glass, blacken the stainless and injure the operator seriously, not to

mention scaring the hell ot of everyone else in the lab.  With new 6-foot

BSC costs in the $10K range, this is a financial hit most lab managers are

unprepared for.

This having been said, I'd like very much to hear from my compadres in

BIOSAFTY-Land of instances where an open flame in a BSC is necessary.  I'm

sure such cases exist, and I'm curious about the mandatory safety

requirements put in effect for such cases.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director & BSO

EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857

=======================================

At 02:00 PM 11/28/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello to all,

>

>Please let me know if any of your institutions limit or restict the use of

Natural Gas in your Biosafety Cabinets.

>

>Regards,

>

>Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

>Biological Safety Officer

>UMDNJ- EOHSS

>335 George Street Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

>New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688

>Ph.# 732-235-9370  Fax 5-9371

>e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 10:31:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Pitts, Jonathan" <jpitts@MEDISPECTRA.COM>

Subject:      PPE documentation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello all,

Can anyone point me to "official" (OSHA or CDC) documentation that describes

PPE and/or gives recommendations for biologically hazardous situations.

Thanks

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 10:50:51 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Fwd: [APIC] Bioterrorism agents wall chart

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="part1_17.1f58f9a2.2937b35b_boundary"

--part1_17.1f58f9a2.2937b35b_boundary

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="part1_17.1f58f9a2.2937b35b_alt_boundary"

--part1_17.1f58f9a2.2937b35b_alt_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In a message dated 11/29/2001 10:26:26 AM Eastern Standard Time,

kwittman@APIC.ORG writes:

> ========================

> From:  Eva Clontz [SMTP:eclontz@email.unc.edu]

> Subject:  Bioterrorism agents wall chart

> Sent:  11/27/01 11:43 AM

> ========================

>

> The North Carolina Statewide Program for Infection Control and

> Epidemiology (SPICE), based in the School of Medicine at the University of

> North Carolina in Chapel Hill, has developed a wall chart on bioterrorist

> agents. It is available in a printer-friendly format and can be freely

> printed and used for educational purposes.

>

> The chart is online at

> www.unc.edu/depts/spice/bioterrorism.html

>

> The wall chart developed by SPICE provides the following information for

> the more likely biological weapons: common presenting signs/symptoms,

> communicability, decontamination methods, recommended isolation

> precautions, prophylaxis for exposed persons, and therapy. Diseases

> included are the following: smallpox, anthrax, plague, and botulism.

>

> Eva P. Clontz, Program Coordinator

> North Carolina Statewide Program for Infection Control and Epidemiology

> University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill

> Chapel Hill, NC

> phone: (919) 966-3242

> FAX: (919) 843-9979

> www.unc.edu/depts/spice/

> Eva_Clontz@unc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 11:30:24 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "OLINGER, PATRICIA L [S&C/0216]"

              <patricia.l.olinger@PHARMACIA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Not allowed.  Period.

Patty Olinger

Pharmacia Corp.

-----Original Message-----

From: Scott Finkernagel [mailto:finkersw@UMDNJ.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2001 2:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

Hello to all,

Please let me know if any of your institutions limit or restict the use of

Natural Gas in your Biosafety Cabinets.

Regards,

Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

Biological Safety Officer

UMDNJ- EOHSS

335 George Street Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688

Ph.# 732-235-9370  Fax 5-9371

e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 10:57:29 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Any Update on Select Agent Registration

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

In Congress:

The Patriot Act--passed and signed by the President, restricts thosewho are

immigrant visas from access to and working with such materials, if theyare

from seven (?) designated countries--I have not found a list of the

countries.

House Resolution 3160 (Tauzin, Louisiana) and Senate Bill 1575 (Frist,?)

Have both been put on the website:      http://thomas.loc.gov/

Are still in discussion, neither passed nor signed.  Both have languagethat

those labs possessing SA will be required to register, that those labs

possessing SA will have to do background checks on allemployees/post-docs,

fellows, grad students, etc, who would work in those labs, presumably

barring access to anyone from those 7 countries;  the extent of the

background checks, the review of the SA list and potentiallyregistration of

certain pieces of equipment may or may not be addressed as these billsmove

forward.

I presume the CDC/DHHS would be the lead agency in concert with the FBIor

DOJ, and I believe if the laws are passed they will proceed withpublication

of proposed rules in the Fed Register and a comment period for thepublic.

The ASM website is a useful resource to follow on their comments andthe

status of the legislation

http://www.asmusa.org/

The Chronicle of Higher Education is also following this issue as arethe

American Council on Education and the Association of AmericanUniversities.

Someone in your administration may have information from thoseresources.

The Council on Government Relations (COGR) also send a letter to alltheir

member universities with a questionnaire on Biological MaterialsManagement

(dated 10/29/01).  Our Grants and Contracts Office recieved it as Irecall.

I also understand from our G&C office that DHHS Office of the Inspector

General will go forward with instititional audits after the first ofthe

year.  It seems they plan on visiting 10 institutions--players to benamed

later.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO=A0 80262

Voice:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

email:=A0=A0=A0 therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu<mailto:therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2001 2:22 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Any Update on Select Agent Registration

Has there been any update on the registration of facilities

with "select agents"?  There was a discussion at the ABSA

Conference in New Orleans about the CDC having ALL

institutions with agent material in possession being

required to submit information to the CDC.  What are the

latest if any changes or updates.

Thank you

Greg Merkle

Senior Industrial Hygienist

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 13:31:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "J.H. Keene" <jkeene@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Scott,  The old microbiologists, like me, think they need to use bunsen

burners to "flame" their tubes to keep them sterile.  This is an example of

the fact that they don't know how a BSC works since the air coming down

should be clean air.  You don't really need the burner in the cabinet,

therefore you don't need natural gas.  Second point is that the use of a

regular large burner in the cabinet has the potential for 1) setting the

filter above the surface on fire, thus destroying the cabinet, and 2)

increasing the turbulence in the cabinet, thus compromising the integrity of

the containment.  If they insist on using burners in the cabinet, the small

touch type burners that have a small pilot flame can be used with less

chance of 1 and 2 above.  Bottom line is they don't need to use flames in

the cabinet and therefore no gas is necessary, but I doubt you can convince

some of the old guys that flaming tubes in a BSC is not necessary.

John H. Keene, Dr. P.H., CBSP (ABSA)

Biohaztec Associates, Inc.

924 Castle Hollow Road

Midlothian, VA 23113

www.biohaztec.com

email jkeene@biohaztec.com

----- Original Message -----

From: "Scott Finkernagel" <finkersw@UMDNJ.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2001 2:00 PM

Subject: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

Hello to all,

Please let me know if any of your institutions limit or restict the use of

Natural Gas in your Biosafety Cabinets.

Regards,

Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

Biological Safety Officer

UMDNJ- EOHSS

335 George Street Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688

Ph.# 732-235-9370  Fax 5-9371

e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 13:52:01 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

In-Reply-To:  <OF6D639882.775B7130-ON85256B13.0048ABB0@mc.duke.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We do not encourage this.

We had a rather nfty explosion several years ago caused by a busen burner

that went out in a class II cabinet.

The researcher found the burner on but unlit in the cabinet.

Turned the burner off.

Found the researcher who had left the burner on and chewed him out.

Then calmly turned around and attempted to light the burner.

The worker got 6 monthes in the local burn unit.

bob

>Duke University Medical Center does permit the use of natural gas in Class

>II Type A BSC's. The installation is done by in-house mechanics. The local

>Fire Department requires the piping to be run through an external cut-off

>valve (so you don't have to reach across the work surface to turn off the

>petcock) located on the exterior of the cabinet, within arms' reach of the

>BSC operator.

>Steve Kridel

>Medical Center Engineering & Operations

>Duke University Health System

>

>

>

>

>Scott Finkernagel <finkersw@UMDNJ.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 11/28/2001

>02:00:15 PM

>

>Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>

>To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>cc:

>

>Subject:  Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

>

>

>Hello to all,

>

>Please let me know if any of your institutions limit or restict the use of

>Natural Gas in your Biosafety Cabinets.

>

>Regards,

>

>Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

>Biological Safety Officer

>UMDNJ- EOHSS

>335 George Street Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

>New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688

>Ph.# 732-235-9370  Fax 5-9371

>e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Barringer <BarringA@BA.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Bloodbourne Pathogens
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I'm looking for good Bloodborne Pathogens training materials for laboratory=

 personnel.  I'm open to the type of media (video, slides, etc...)  Anysuggestions?  Thanks, Amy
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cheri L. Hildreth" <cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Any Update on Select Agent Registration
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Greg-

There are a couple of bioterrorism bills have been proposed on CapitolHill that would extend the CDC select agent rule to possession and alsoinclude many other provisions. The one that appears to have the mostsupport at this point is the Bioterrorism Preparedness Act of 2001 SenateBill 1715 proposed by Sens. Kennedy and Frist.  It has just been endorsedby the Assoc. of Americal Univ., American Society of Microbiology; Nat'Assoc. of State Univ. and LAnd Grant Colleges and the Assoc. of AmericanMedical Colleges.  I have attached an update from AAU's Council of Fed.Relations that includes the letter of support they submitted along withsome of the outstanding questions and concerns about S.1715. It alsoincludes some information about the scope of the  survey that theInspector General's Office of DHHS want to conduct at a handful ofuniversities in the country  to evaluate institutional security ofbiotoxins.   If anyone wants to look at S.1715 ( all 111 pages of it), itis available at http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/z?c107:S.1715 .

Association of American Universities

 1200 New York Avenue, Suite 550, Washington, DC  20005

 (202) 408-7500 * Fax (202) 408-8184

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

   Subject: CFR Update 01-#250

   Date:    PM November 28, 2001

   To:      Council on Federal Relations

   cc:      AAU Public Affairs Network, AAU Associates

   From:    AAU Staff

=B7  AAU Endorses Frist-Kennedy Bioterrorism Bill

=B7  HHS IG To Review Lab Security

=B7  AAMC Weighs In on Cloning Issue

=B7  The Latest Budget-related Developments

=B7  AAU ENDORSES FRIST-KENNEDY BIOTERRORISM BILL

The AAU this afternoon sent a letter to Senator Bill Frist (R-TN)expressing support for S. 1715, the bioterrorism bill he is sponsoringwith Senator Edward Kennedy (D-MA).  The bill, which was introduced justbefore the Thanksgiving recess (CFR UPDATE 01-#249), is expected to bypasscommittee markup and go directly to the Senate floor, possibly next week.

In a conference call today, more than 30 university federal relations,legal, and biological safety professionals agreed that the associationshould express its support for the bill, even though certain questionsremain to be clarified.  The questions the association will seek toclarify with the bill's sponsors include the following:

--The broad anti-terrorism bill that has already been enacted preventscertain "restricted individuals" (such as felons, fugitives from justice,and others) from handling or using specified hazardous agents.  Additionallegislation is necessary to clarify how these restricted individuals areto be identified, e.g. background checks.  S. 1715 provides that theJustice Department will perform background checks.  Can the legislationprovide flexibility so that a university may elect to perform backgroundchecks itself on individuals who handle or use biological agents ortoxins, rather than having the Justice Department perform the backgroundcheck?

--Is there any way to establish a mechanism to grant waivers for individual=

s who may fall under the "restricted persons" provisions of the broadanti-terrorism bill, but who may nevertheless have valid reasons to usethese agents for research purposes?  Also, is there any appeal mechanismfor individuals whom the Justice Department may find ineligible to carryout such research?

--What are universities' obligations to ensure that researchers do notfall under one of the categories of "restricted persons" (such as druguse) that may not be ascertainable through existing federal databases?

--Will adequate funding be provided to the Justice Department to performthe background checks?  Also, can assurance be provided that the background=

 checks will indeed be performed promptly and will not impede ongoingresearch?

--Finally, agents that have an LD-50 for vertebrates of more than 100nanograms per kilogram of body weight are presently exempt from the =

Centers for Disease Control restrictions on select agents.  Will thesesubstances, which are important to research, be covered under theprovisions of S. 1715, or continue to be exempt?

The text of the AAU letter to Senator Frist follows:

Dear Senator Frist,

The Association of American Universities commends your efforts, along withthose of Senator Kennedy and your other co-sponsors, to strengthen federallaw protecting the public from the threat of bio-terrorism.  We support =

your legislation S. 1715 to this end.

Research involving hazardous pathogens and toxic agents is carried out atseveral of our member universities.  As you well know, this research is acrucial component of efforts to protect the public from terrorism anddisease, through the development of vaccines, diagnostics and cures.  Forthis reason, we have maintained an active interest in pending legislationin this area.  We have appreciated the efforts made by you, SenatorKennedy, and your respective staffs to solicit the views of the researchcommunity on this legislation.  We look forward to continued dialogue withyou and Senator Kennedy to clarify questions that this legislation raisesas it proceeds towards Senate passage and eventual enactment.

Thank you for your leadership on this timely and urgent topic.

Cordially,

Nils Hasselmo

President

cc:

Co-sponsors of S. 1715

American Society for Microbiology

Association of American Medical Colleges

National Association of State Universities and Land-Grant Colleges

=B7  HHS IG TO REVIEW LAB SECURITY

The Council on Governmental Relations (COGR) is reporting that theInspector General of the Department of Health and Human Services willshortly begin reviewing university and medical center practices forsafeguarding access to and use of biotoxins.  COGR says the review willinvolve visits to as many as ten institutions--four during December andJanuary and up to six more during February and March.  COGR says theInspector General's office is currently consulting with the NationalInstitutes of Health and the Centers for Disease Control on which sites tovisit, and has already selected the first two sites.

According to COGR, the review will examine the following:

1.  Compliance with 1996 Anti-Terrorism Act provisions.  Specific issuesinclude registration of facilities with the CDC, procedures for trackingand reporting of transfers of select agents, and the question of whetherthe labs are properly equipped to handle and safeguard the materials.

2.  Compliance with the USA PATRIOT Act.  The main focus here will be onthe restriction on access to select agents by individuals from the sevencountries listed in the Act.  If directed, the IG could also review otheraspects of the Act, such as mechanisms in place to deny access to selectagents to individuals that are convicted felons, illegal drug users, thosedishonorably discharged from the military and others designated in theAct.

3.  The physical security of labs that house select agents and thebuildings the labs are in.

4.  Information technology security for research data related to selectagents.

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu 

>>> greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU 11/28/01 04:22PM >>>

Has there been any update on the registration of facilities

with "select agents"?  There was a discussion at the ABSA

Conference in New Orleans about the CDC having ALL

institutions with agent material in possession being

required to submit information to the CDC.  What are the

latest if any changes or updates.

Thank you

Greg Merkle

Senior Industrial Hygienist
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Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 15:09:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: PPE documentation

In-Reply-To:  <912EBCCAA5EBD211843A0008C7B1CC76630FF2@SBS1>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Try 29 CFR 1910.1030 and the CDC/NIH

Guidelines  http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/bmbl4toc.htm

At 10:31 AM 11/29/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello all,

>

>Can anyone point me to "official" (OSHA or CDC) documentation that describes

>PPE and/or gives recommendations for biologically hazardous situations.

>

>Thanks

>Jon

>

>

>Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

>MediSpectra Inc.

>45 Hartwell Ave.

>Lexington, MA 02421

>Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

>Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

>Fax: (781) 674-0002

>www.medispectra.com

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________
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Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 12:12:16 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sam Snyder <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodbourne Pathogens

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hope this Helps!

>Sam Snyder Ph.D. MPH

Los Angeles County Office of Education

Take advantage of incredible savings on select training videos when you

preview

and purchase online by 10/15/01.  Choose from 24 of our best-selling titles

and

save 40%!

$525 Trainer's Toolkits(R) -

Only $315!

$425 videos -

Only $255!

$395 videos -

Only $237!

To qualify for these special savings, you must preview and purchase online

at

http://www.coastal.com/Safety/featured.html by 10/15/01. 15-day money back

guarantee.

Our Exclusively Online offer applies to the 24-Coastal produced videos

listed

here. Click the links below for FREE full-length online previews.
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18

Bloodborne Pathogens: Know The Risk

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1282&CATID=
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Confined Space Entry: Inside Maneuvers

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1330&CATID=
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DOT Drug & Alcohol Testing: Your Rights & Responsibilities  NEW!
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Electrical Hazards: Avoid The Risk  NEW!
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Fire! In The Workplace
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Fire Safety: Real, Real-Life
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Fire Safety: There's No Second Chance
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Forklift Case Histories: Serious Business  NEW!
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Hazard Communication: Your Safety Net

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1127&CATID=

18

Hearing Protection: Sounds Good To Me

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1245&CATID=
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Holiday Safety: At The Top Of Your List

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1567&CATID=

18

Lockout/Tagout: An Open & Shut Case

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1163&CATID=
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Office Safety: It's A Jungle In There  NEW!
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Personal Protective Equipment: Win The Race To Safety

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1238&CATID=

18

Portable Fire Extinguishers

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1478&CATID=

18

Pro-Active Safety Attitudes: Looking Out For Number One

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1266&CATID=

18

Respiratory Protection: A Breath Of Fresh Air

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1115&CATID=

18

Safety Attitudes: Food For Thought  NEW!

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1268&CATID=

18

Safe Winter Driving

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1451&CATID=

18

Spiral To Disaster  NEW!

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=9063&CATID=

18

Winter Safety

http://www.coastal.com/coastalACB/showdetl.cfm?&DID=7&Product_ID=1528&CATID=

18

Protect the well-being of your most valuable asset -- your people -- by

investing

in award-winning training products to keep them safe and healthy. And save

big

while you're at it with our limited-time special. Hurry, this special offer

expires

10/15/01!

Online previews are optimized for Internet Explorer 4.0 or higher. Netscape

users

please see our help page http://www.coastal.com/Webcasts/streaminghelp.html.

You have received this e-mail addressed to Snyder_Sam@lacoe.edu.  If you no

longer

wish to receive our updates via e-mail, please e-mail SALES@COASTAL.COM

<mailto:sales@coastal.com>

with "REMOVE Snyder_Sam@

> ----------

> From:         Amy Barringer[SMTP:BarringA@BA.ARS.USDA.GOV]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, November 29, 2001 12:57 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Bloodbourne Pathogens

>

> I'm looking for good Bloodborne Pathogens training materials for

> laboratory personnel.  I'm open to the type of media (video, slides,

> etc...)  Any suggestions?  Thanks, Amy

>
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Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 15:32:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Pitts, Jonathan" <jpitts@MEDISPECTRA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Bloodbourne Pathogens

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Amy,

Try www.TargetSafety.com, they have a online training.

Also National Safety Compliance at www.osha-safety-training.net

Good luck

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Amy Barringer [mailto:BarringA@BA.ARS.USDA.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2001 1:58 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Bloodbourne Pathogens

I'm looking for good Bloodborne Pathogens training materials for laboratory

personnel.  I'm open to the type of media (video, slides, etc...)  Any

suggestions?  Thanks, Amy
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: Any Update on Select Agent Registration
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FYI

-----Original Message-----

From: Cheri L. Hildreth [mailto:cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2001 2:31 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Any Update on Select Agent Registration

Greg-

There are a couple of bioterrorism bills have been proposed on CapitolHill

that would extend the CDC select agent rule to possession and alsoinclude

many other provisions. The one that appears to have the most support atthis

point is the Bioterrorism Preparedness Act of 2001 Senate Bill 1715proposed

by Sens. Kennedy and Frist.  It has just been endorsed by the Assoc. of

Americal Univ., American Society of Microbiology; Nat' Assoc. of StateUniv.

and LAnd Grant Colleges and the Assoc. of American Medical Colleges.  Ihave

attached an update from AAU's Council of Fed. Relations that includesthe

letter of support they submitted along with some of the outstanding

questions and concerns about S.1715. It also includes some informationabout

the scope of the  survey that the Inspector General's Office of DHHSwant to

conduct at a handful of universities in the country to evaluate

institutional security of biotoxins.   If anyone wants to look atS.1715 (

all 111 pages of it), it is available at

http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/z?c107:S.1715

<http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/z?c107:S.1715:>  .

Association of American Universities

 1200 New York Avenue, Suite 550, Washington, DC  20005

 (202) 408-7500 * Fax (202) 408-8184

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

   Subject: CFR Update 01-#250

   Date:    PM November 28, 2001

   To:      Council on Federal Relations

   cc:      AAU Public Affairs Network, AAU Associates

   From:    AAU Staff

=B7  AAU Endorses Frist-Kennedy Bioterrorism Bill

=B7  HHS IG To Review Lab Security

=B7  AAMC Weighs In on Cloning Issue

=B7  The Latest Budget-related Developments

=B7  AAU ENDORSES FRIST-KENNEDY BIOTERRORISM BILL

The AAU this afternoon sent a letter to Senator Bill Frist (R-TN)expressing

support for S. 1715, the bioterrorism bill he is sponsoring withSenator

Edward Kennedy (D-MA).  The bill, which was introduced just before the

Thanksgiving recess (CFR UPDATE 01-#249), is expected to bypasscommittee

markup and go directly to the Senate floor, possibly next week.

In a conference call today, more than 30 university federal relations,

legal, and biological safety professionals agreed that the association

should express its support for the bill, even though certain questions

remain to be clarified.  The questions the association will seek toclarify

with the bill's sponsors include the following:

--The broad anti-terrorism bill that has already been enacted prevents

certain "restricted individuals" (such as felons, fugitives fromjustice,

and others) from handling or using specified hazardous agents. Additional

legislation is necessary to clarify how these restricted individualsare to

be identified, e.g. background checks.  S. 1715 provides that theJustice

Department will perform background checks.  Can the legislation provide

flexibility so that a university may elect to perform background checks

itself on individuals who handle or use biological agents or toxins,rather

than having the Justice Department perform the background check?

--Is there any way to establish a mechanism to grant waivers forindividuals

who may fall under the "restricted persons" provisions of the broad

anti-terrorism bill, but who may nevertheless have valid reasons to use

these agents for research purposes?  Also, is there any appealmechanism for

individuals whom the Justice Department may find ineligible to carryout

such research?

--What are universities' obligations to ensure that researchers do notfall

under one of the categories of "restricted persons" (such as drug use)that

may not be ascertainable through existing federal databases?

--Will adequate funding be provided to the Justice Department toperform the

background checks?  Also, can assurance be provided that the background

checks will indeed be performed promptly and will not impede ongoing

research?

--Finally, agents that have an LD-50 for vertebrates of more than 100

nanograms per kilogram of body weight are presently exempt from theCenters

for Disease Control restrictions on select agents.  Will thesesubstances,

which are important to research, be covered under the provisions of S.1715,

or continue to be exempt?

The text of the AAU letter to Senator Frist follows:

Dear Senator Frist,

The Association of American Universities commends your efforts, alongwith

those of Senator Kennedy and your other co-sponsors, to strengthenfederal

law protecting the public from the threat of bio-terrorism.  We supportyour

legislation S. 1715 to this end.

Research involving hazardous pathogens and toxic agents is carried outat

several of our member universities.  As you well know, this research isa

crucial component of efforts to protect the public from terrorism and

disease, through the development of vaccines, diagnostics and cures. For

this reason, we have maintained an active interest in pendinglegislation in

this area.  We have appreciated the efforts made by you, SenatorKennedy,

and your respective staffs to solicit the views of the researchcommunity on

this legislation.  We look forward to continued dialogue with you and

Senator Kennedy to clarify questions that this legislation raises as it

proceeds towards Senate passage and eventual enactment.

Thank you for your leadership on this timely and urgent topic.

Cordially,

Nils Hasselmo

President

cc:

Co-sponsors of S. 1715

American Society for Microbiology

Association of American Medical Colleges

National Association of State Universities and Land-Grant Colleges

=B7  HHS IG TO REVIEW LAB SECURITY

The Council on Governmental Relations (COGR) is reporting that theInspector

General of the Department of Health and Human Services will shortlybegin

reviewing university and medical center practices for safeguardingaccess to

and use of biotoxins.  COGR says the review will involve visits to asmany

as ten institutions--four during December and January and up to sixmore

during February and March.  COGR says the Inspector General's office is

currently consulting with the National Institutes of Health and theCenters

for Disease Control on which sites to visit, and has already selectedthe

first two sites.

According to COGR, the review will examine the following:

1.  Compliance with 1996 Anti-Terrorism Act provisions.  Specificissues

include registration of facilities with the CDC, procedures fortracking and

reporting of transfers of select agents, and the question of whetherthe

labs are properly equipped to handle and safeguard the materials.

2.  Compliance with the USA PATRIOT Act.  The main focus here will beon the

restriction on access to select agents by individuals from the seven

countries listed in the Act.  If directed, the IG could also reviewother

aspects of the Act, such as mechanisms in place to deny access toselect

agents to individuals that are convicted felons, illegal drug users,those

dishonorably discharged from the military and others designated in theAct.

3.  The physical security of labs that house select agents and thebuildings

the labs are in.

4.  Information technology security for research data related to select

agents.

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu<mailto:cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu>

>>> greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU 11/28/01 04:22PM >>>

Has there been any update on the registration of facilities

with "select agents"?  There was a discussion at the ABSA

Conference in New Orleans about the CDC having ALL

institutions with agent material in possession being

required to submit information to the CDC.  What are the

latest if any changes or updates.

Thank you

Greg Merkle

Senior Industrial Hygienist
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sam Snyder <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: PPE documentation
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        *        Protecting Investigators Performing Environmental Sampling

for Bacillus anthracis: Personal Protective Equipment Workers conducting

environmental sampling that places them at risk for exposure to Bacillus

anthracis, the organism causing anthrax, should wear protective personal

equipment (PPE), including respiratory devices, protective clothing, and

gloves. The items described below are similar to those used by emergency

personnel responding to incidents involving letters or packages. Emergency

responders need to use greater levels of protection in responding to

incidents involving unknown conditions or those involving aerosol-generating

devices. Powered Air-Purifying Respirator with Full Facepiece and

High-Efficiency Particulate Air (HEPA) Filters The constant flow of clean

air into the facepieces is an important feature of this respirator because

contaminated air cannot enter gaps in the face-to-facepiece seal. These

respirators also give wearers needed mobility and field of vision.

Respirators should be used in accordance with a respiratory-protection

program that complies with the OSHA respiratory-protection standard (29 CFR

1910.134).  Respiratory facepieces for investigators should be assigned on

the basis of results of quantitative fit testing.  Wearing a properly

functioning and powered air-purifying respirator with a full facepiece that

is assigned to the wearer on the basis of quantitative fit testing will

reduce inhalation exposures by 98% of what they would be without wearing

this type of respirator.  Disposable Protective Clothing with Integral Hood

and Booties Wearing protective clothing not only protects the skin but also

can eliminate the likelihood of transferring contaminated dust to places

away from the work site.  Wearing disposable rubber shoe coverings with

ridged soles made of slip-resistant material over the booties of the

disposable suit will reduce the likelihood of slipping on wet or dusty

surfaces.  All PPE should be decontaminated immediately after leaving a

potentially contaminated area.  Protective clothing should be removed and

discarded before removing the respirator.  Disposable Gloves Disposable

gloves made of lightweight nitrile or vinyl protect hands from contact with

potentially contaminated dusts without compromising needed dexterity.  A

thin cotton glove can be worn inside a disposable glove to protect against

dermatitis, which can occur from prolonged exposure of the skin to moisture

in gloves caused by perspiration.

This is from the CDC

> ----------

> From:         Joseph P. Kozlovac[SMTP:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, November 29, 2001 2:09 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: PPE documentation

>

> Try 29 CFR 1910.1030 and the CDC/NIH

> Guidelines  http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/bmbl4toc.htm

>

> At 10:31 AM 11/29/01 -0500, you wrote:

> >Hello all,

> >

> >Can anyone point me to "official" (OSHA or CDC) documentation that

> describes

> >PPE and/or gives recommendations for biologically hazardous situations.

> >

> >Thanks

> >Jon

> >

> >

> >Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

> >MediSpectra Inc.

> >45 Hartwell Ave.

> >Lexington, MA 02421

> >Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

> >Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

> >Fax: (781) 674-0002

> >www.medispectra.com

>

> __________________________________________________________________________

> ____

>

> Biological Safety Officer

> Environment, Health, Safety

> SAIC-Frederick

> National Cancer Institute -

> Frederick

> (301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

> email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

> __________________________________________________________________________

> ____

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jennifer Minogue <jminogue@UOGUELPH.CA>

Subject:      Re: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

This summer, someone using an alcohol lamp to sterilize "hockey sticks"

while in a clean bench (OK, so it's not a biocontainment cabinet, but

close). The person evidently tried to refill a beaker of alcohol from a

jug while the alcohol lamp was still lit.  This resulted in 20 days in

the hospital and more than $15,000 in damage to the lab.  Ministry of

Labour is still investigating.  (they are backlogged about 4 months).

It is not a good idea to use open flames in cabinets when alcohol is

present.

PS.  The casualty appears not to have any permanent or disfiguring

damage, but this is due to luck.

Cheers,

--

Jennifer Minogue

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1

519-824-4120 x 3190  Voice

519-824-0364  Fax
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Date:         Thu, 29 Nov 2001 16:50:32 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barbara Benton St. Gelais" <bbsg@ESF.UVM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogens

In-Reply-To:  <sc063f02.060@BA.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Amy,

At The University of Vermont we are currently using a training video

produced by Summit Training Source, Inc.

(1-800-842-0466/www.safetyontheweb.com). It is 15 minutes long so I

have started using the first 2-3 sections only. It includes Hepatitis

C as well as Hep B and HIV and does a good job explaining what

bloodborne pathogens are, symptoms of exposure, chances of getting

the different diseases from a needlestick, methods of transmission,

etc. I only use the first few sections because it is weighted a

little toward industry. By cutting it short I avoid reiterating the

industry theme too much and then have time to talk about specific

situations in labs and what to do in case of an exposure incident at

UVM.

I find the video in its entirety is excellent for training other

groups on campus that ask for training occasionally such as

custodians and athletic trainers. I use the video rather than

computer because OSHA requires a live, knowledgeable trainer.

Hope this is helpful. My .02 only.

Barbara Benton St. Gelais

--

Barbara Benton St. Gelais

Environmental Safety Facility

University of Vermont

Burlington, VT 05405-0570

(802)656-5402

bbsg@esf.uvm.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Esmeralda Prat <e-prat@FREEGATES.BE>

Subject:      Re: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

MIME-Version: 1.0
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During my many years at Rockefeller we had only a couple of people we could not

disuade from using a burner including one who recognized it as a "security

blanket" and in general we found no reason for its use.  At my current location

the only ones that find hard to replace it are those that use scalpels to cut

plant parts.  For sterilizing other equipment such as forceps, etc. a glass

bead sterilizer works very well but the beads dull the blades of the scalpels

very quickly.  Somebody has a solution short of changing the blade every time?

Esmeralda

Glenn Funk wrote:

> Scott -

>

> During my 4+ years as BSO at UC San Francisco, I was not aware of any new

> BSC installations that included gas plumbing.  At Aviron, none of our 100

> or so BSC's have natural gas plumbed to them.  There's no reason to do so.

> Virtually everything needed can be obtained pre-sterilized, including

> inoculating loops and needles.  Flaming bottle and flask lips is not only

> silly with plasticware but has been shown to increase rather than decrease

> the potential for contamination with glassware.  Old-timers may find the

> habit hard to break but even old dogs can learn new tricks, and they can be

> "weaned" off of flaming their metal loops and needles by using an electric

> flameless device such as the Bacti-Cinerator.  (Side question - does anyone

> know if a red-hot loop is an adequate ignition source for ethanol fumes?)

>

> I've seen the aftermath of a few hood fires and it's not pretty.  They're

> typically caused by an open flame in a BSC recently deconned using ethanol

> or IPA.  The alcohol fumes go off in a major "whoof" that can break the

> sash glass, blacken the stainless and injure the operator seriously, not to

> mention scaring the hell ot of everyone else in the lab.  With new 6-foot

> BSC costs in the $10K range, this is a financial hit most lab managers are

> unprepared for.

>

> This having been said, I'd like very much to hear from my compadres in

> BIOSAFTY-Land of instances where an open flame in a BSC is necessary.  I'm

> sure such cases exist, and I'm curious about the mandatory safety

> requirements put in effect for such cases.

>

> -- Glenn

>

> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> Director & BSO

> EH&S

> Aviron

> 408-845-8857

>

> =======================================

>

> At 02:00 PM 11/28/01 -0500, you wrote:

> >Hello to all,

> >

> >Please let me know if any of your institutions limit or restict the use of

> Natural Gas in your Biosafety Cabinets.

> >

> >Regards,

> >

> >Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >UMDNJ- EOHSS

> >335 George Street Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

> >New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688

> >Ph.# 732-235-9370  Fax 5-9371

> >e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu

> >

> >
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Laemmerhirt <Michael.Laemmerhirt@AVENTIS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Since I am currently engrossed in this manual writing a procedure for our

mailroom staff, I thought I'd share this passage with the listserv.

From the 2nd Edition Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation and se of Biological Safety Cabinets

 <http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bsc/BSC2000sec5.htm> SECTION 5 - BSC Use

by the Investigator: Practices and Procedures

"Open flames are not required in the near microbe-free environment of a

biological safety cabinet. On an open bench, flaming the neck of a culture

vessel will create an upward air current which prevents microorganisms from

falling into the tube or flask. An open flame in a BSC, however, creates

turbulence which disrupts the pattern of HEPA-filtered air supplied to the

work surface. When deemed absolutely necessary, touch-plate microburners

equipped with a pilot light to provide a flame on demand may be used.

Internal cabinet air disturbance and heat buildup will be minimized. The

burner must be turned off when work is completed. Small electric "furnaces"

are available for decontaminating bacteriological loops and needles and are

preferable to an open flame inside the BSC. Disposable sterile loops can

also be used."

Michael K. Laemmerhirt

Michael K. Laemmerhirt

Aventis Pharmaceuticals Inc.

Environment Health Safety

Route 202-206

P.O. Box 6800

Bridgewater, NJ 08807-0800

Mail Code: J103F

Phone:  908-231-5872

Mobile:201-486-2051

Fax:    908-231-3736

Email:  michael.laemmerhirt@aventis.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Scott Finkernagel [ mailto:finkersw@UMDNJ.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2001 2:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

Hello to all,

Please let me know if any of your institutions limit or restict the use of

Natural Gas in your Biosafety Cabinets.

Regards,

Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

Biological Safety Officer

UMDNJ- EOHSS

335 George Street Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688

Ph.# 732-235-9370  Fax 5-9371

e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu
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My institute here forbids the use of bunsen burner anywhere. for safetyreasons. replaced with "fireboys", some sort of burners with touchsensors etc.

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Sossai

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Thursday, November 29, 2001 3:47 PM

  May be isn't very interesting for you but in my hospital in Genoa(Italy)is forbidden the use of bunsen under biohazard hood

  Dimitri Sossai
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Any Update on Select Agent Registration

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Registration etc. of those merely possessing select agents is coming. It's

part of S. 1715 as mentioned. S. 1715 has been in committee since introduced

on November 15th.

The USA PATRIOT Act is already LAW. It became Public Law 107-56 on the

morning of October 26th when President Bush signed it. It most notably has

added section 175b., dealing with "Possession by restricted persons", to

Title 18 US Code, Chapter 10 BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS.

To quote: "No restricted person shall"..."ship or transport [in] interstate

or foreign commerce, or possess in or affecting commerce, any biological

agent or toxin, or receive any biological agent or toxin that has been

shipped or transported in interstate or foreign commerce, if the biological

agent or toxin is listed as a select agent"...

The term "restricted persons" covers a lot more than just illegal immigrants

and foreign nationals from whichever countries the Secretary of State

designates. It also includes those with criminal backgrounds (see the Act

for details), illegal drug users, anyone who has received a dishonorable

discharge from the U.S. Armed Forces, and anyone who "has been adjudicated

as a mental defective or has been committed to any mental institution".

Implementing regulations have not been issued by CDC, but I read somewhere

that Attorney General Ashcroft has already commanded that the FBI begin

aggressive enforcement of the USA PATRIOT Act immediately.

Violations could involve fines and up to 10 years in prison. It would seem

that anyone registered under the Select Agent Rule who doesn't already do

criminal background checks, military records checks, immigration & visa

checks, inquiries into past history of mental illness, and drug testing of

those who have anything to do with their Select Agents should consider

getting started!

If I have any of that wrong, please let me know!

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com <mailto:Rnorman@bioreliance.com>

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      Animal changing cabinet

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Can anyone recommend a BSC that allows for cage changes after an animal has

been infected with a defective virus?  The one featured on Nuaires website

is a class one (http://www.nuaire.com/animal/607.html.) cabinet with a

disposal "hole" in the cabinet.  I would like to see one that offers class 2

protection with the same disposal route (inside the cabinet).

Thanks!

Bliss Schlank

Biosafety Manager

AstraZeneca

302-886-2185
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Any Update on Select Agent Registration
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Doea anyone have a list of the "seven countries" mentioned in the

"Restricted Persons" emails from the IG?

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Nov 2001 11:22:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      Looking for best practices - designing a viral delivery room for

              animal handling

MIME-Version: 1.0
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All:

I am looking for best practices in regards to designing a viral delivery

room for animal handling.  Our site will be expanding our current animal

facility and plans are to add a viral delivery room.  Have any of you had

experience in this area?  and if you have, can you share schematic design

and equipment recommendations.  Thank you!
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Subject:      Re: Any Update on Select Agent Registration
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--------------6764C9573C14E95829FD987A

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Sudan, Libya, Cuba, Iran, Iraq, Afghanistan, and Syria

Kim Auletta wrote:

> Doea anyone have a list of the "seven countries" mentioned in the

> "Restricted Persons" emails from the IG?

>

> Kim Auletta

> Lab Safety Specialist

> Environmental Health and Safety

> SUNY Stony Brook

> 110 Suffolk Hall

> Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

> PHONE: 631-632-9672

> FAX: 631-632-9683

> E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

--------------6764C9573C14E95829FD987A

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="pr18.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for paul rubock

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="pr18.vcf"

begin:vcard

n:EHS;Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer,

tel;fax:212-795-5847

tel;work:212-305-[5]-1506

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

adr:;;;;;;

version:2.1

email;internet:pr18@columbia.edu

x-mozilla-cpt:;12720

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506

end:vcard

--------------6764C9573C14E95829FD987A--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Nov 2001 13:07:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Braun <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Any Update on Select Agent Registration

In-Reply-To:  <OF5CC436A8.5C0C47EB-ON85256B14.0059E1A4@cc.sunysb.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_13839427==_.ALT"

--=====================_13839427==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Iran, Iraq, Syria, Libya, Cuba, North Korea and Sudan.

(not Afghanistan!)

At 11:22 AM 11/30/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Doea anyone have a list of the "seven countries" mentioned in the

>"Restricted Persons" emails from the IG?

>

>Kim Auletta

>Lab Safety Specialist

>Environmental Health and Safety

>SUNY Stony Brook

>110 Suffolk Hall

>Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

>PHONE: 631-632-9672

>FAX: 631-632-9683

>E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Nov 2001 14:20:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal changing cabinet

In-Reply-To:  <58D14FEA074DD21197DC00805FA798D8033F65F1@usuwphmsx03.usuwb

              .astrazeneca.net>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_364176798==_.ALT"

--=====================_364176798==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Baker Co. has a Bioguard/Steriguard type with integrated cage changing.

Richie

At 11:08 AM 11/30/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Can anyone recommend a BSC that allows for cage changes after an animal has

>been infected with a defective virus?  The one featured on Nuaires website

>is a class one (http://www.nuaire.com/animal/607.html.) cabinet with a

>disposal "hole" in the cabinet.  I would like to see one that offers class 2

>protection with the same disposal route (inside the cabinet).

>

>Thanks!

>Bliss Schlank

>Biosafety Manager

>AstraZeneca

>302-886-2185

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Nov 2001 14:38:25 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Scott Finkernagel <finkersw@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal changing cabinet

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Bliss,

I had looked into this previously and identified two units which arerecommend for use in a vivariam.

They are both Class II Type A/B3 units with a 12 inch sash opening.

One is a NuAire product LabGard 602, http://www.nuaire.com//animal/602.html=

.

and the other is a Baker SteriGARD III Advance Animal Transfer Station,http://www.bakerco.com/animals/sg3_ats.htm.

I hope you find this information pertinent.

Scott

Scott W. Finkernagel, MS

Biological Safety Officer

UMDNJ- EOHSS

335 George Street Liberty Plaza -Room 2117

New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688

Ph.# 732-235-9370  Fax 5-9371

e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu

>>> bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM 11/30/01 11:08AM >>>

Can anyone recommend a BSC that allows for cage changes after an animalhas

been infected with a defective virus?  The one featured on Nuaires website

is a class one (http://www.nuaire.com/animal/607.html.) cabinet with a

disposal "hole" in the cabinet.  I would like to see one that offers class2

protection with the same disposal route (inside the cabinet).

Thanks!

Bliss Schlank

Biosafety Manager

AstraZeneca

302-886-2185

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Nov 2001 14:47:59 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Steve Kridel <kride001@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal changing cabinet

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

NuAIRE sells Class II cage-changing BSC's as well as Class 1's. We have a

few of the Class II's here at Duke

SK

"Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on

11/30/2001 11:08:41 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Animal changing cabinet

Can anyone recommend a BSC that allows for cage changes after an animal has

been infected with a defective virus?  The one featured on Nuaires website

is a class one (http://www.nuaire.com/animal/607.html.) cabinet with a

disposal "hole" in the cabinet.  I would like to see one that offers class

2

protection with the same disposal route (inside the cabinet).

Thanks!

Bliss Schlank

Biosafety Manager

AstraZeneca

302-886-2185

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Nov 2001 14:42:40 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal changing cabinet

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hey guys, Most all of the cage changing stations are such not only because

of the dumping station located in them, but also the sash height being

modified to 12". At this point to the best of my knowledge there are no 12"

sash height BSC's that currently carry the NSF seal. Hope this helps.

Kyle Boyett

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Steve Kridel [mailto:kride001@MC.DUKE.EDU]

Sent: Friday, November 30, 2001 1:48 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Animal changing cabinet

NuAIRE sells Class II cage-changing BSC's as well as Class 1's. We have a

few of the Class II's here at Duke

SK

"Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on

11/30/2001 11:08:41 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Animal changing cabinet

Can anyone recommend a BSC that allows for cage changes after an animal has

been infected with a defective virus?  The one featured on Nuaires website

is a class one (http://www.nuaire.com/animal/607.html.) cabinet with a

disposal "hole" in the cabinet.  I would like to see one that offers class

2

protection with the same disposal route (inside the cabinet).

Thanks!

Bliss Schlank

Biosafety Manager

AstraZeneca

302-886-2185

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 Nov 2001 15:56:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carl Pike <c_pike@ACAD.FANDM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Natural Gas in Class II , Type A BSC

In-Reply-To:  <3C070F8B.A4DDB373@freegates.be>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Would the same arguments, that using a flame is of no benefit in

terms of sterile technique, apply if one is conducting work not in a

BSC but in a basic laminar flow hood?  Obviously the safety/fire

issues are the same.

thanks

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Dec 2001 12:56:38 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd: List Serve

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_618340035==_"

--=====================_618340035==_

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="=====================_618340045==_.ALT"

--=====================_618340045==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>

>

>Does anyone know what the best disinfection method is for  BSCs used for

>anthrax work?

>

>Thank you.

>

>Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

>UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

>305 South Street

>Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

>tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210, pager: 617-675-1896

>email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="List Serve"

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Dec 2001 13:02:05 -0500

Reply-To:     mkinsey@mriresearch.org

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Melina Kinsey <mkinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG>

Subject:      anthrax decon

In-Reply-To:  <11383712C901D411AE0F00B0D0219A21822387@MRIFL_EXCH>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_002A_01C17BFC.B07B9A30"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_002A_01C17BFC.B07B9A30

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Mr. Lefkin-

In our BSC's we use a 1% bleach solution followed by 0.1% thiosulfate

solution and then a distilled water wipe down.  The bleach is made up daily.

We also test our BSC's weekly with rodac plates to make sure the cabinets

are getting competely decontaminated.  Hope this helps.

Melina

Melina Kinsey

Safety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Richard Fink

Sent: Monday, December 03, 2001 12:57 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fwd: List Serve

Does anyone know what the best disinfection method is for  BSCs used for

anthrax work?

Thank you.

Howard Lefkin, Environmental Health and Safety Manager

UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

305 South Street

Jamaica Plain, MA  02130-3523

tel: 617-983-6207, fax: 617-983-6210, pager: 617-675-1896

email: howard.lefkin@state.ma.us

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Dec 2001 12:09:10 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Edwin Jackson <Edwin_Jackson@BYU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: PPE documentation

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Documentation on PPE for environmental samples involving B.anthracis

can be found on the CDC site at:

http://www.bt.cdc.gov/DocumentsApp/Anthrax/Protective/Protective.asp

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Dec 2001 16:55:20 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Vodkin <m-vodkin@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      request for info on plant biohazards

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear Fellow Members,

       I am trying to get a sense if Universities require registration of

certain plant biohazards and, if they do, what rationales are used to

assign risk levels to them.  A short answer (1-3 sentences) will be more

than sufficient.  I thank everyone for their cooperation.

Michael Vodkin

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois Urbana Champaign

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Dec 2001 08:37:56 +0100

Reply-To:     Dick.Verduin@viro.DPW.WAU.NL

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dick Verduin <Dick.Verduin@VIRO.DPW.WAU.NL>

Subject:      Re: request for info on plant biohazards

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Dear Mike,

Within our regulations to handle genetically modified organisms all plant

pathogens are by definition classified as biosafety level 2 organisms. Plant

pathogens as quarantine organisms require in most cases higher biosafety

levels. Classification is based on risk towards the environment.

In only a few cases plant pathogens are significant to human health (See

Chapter 3 Laboratory, growth chamber, and greenhouse microbial safety: plant

pathogens and plant-associated microorganisms of significance to human health

by Anne K. Vidaver and Sue Tolin in: Biological Safety, Principles and

Practices (3rd Edition by Diane O. Fleming and Debra Hunt).

Hope this answer is sufficient.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

Wageningen University (WU)

Department Plant Sciences

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@VIRO.DPW.WAU.NL

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Dear Fellow Members,

       I am trying to get a sense if Universities require registration of

certain plant biohazards and, if they do, what rationales are used to

assign risk levels to them.  A short answer (1-3 sentences) will be more

than sufficient.  I thank everyone for their cooperation.

Michael Vodkin

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois Urbana Champaign

- - - - - - - - - - - - End of Original Message - - - - - - - - - - - -

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Dec 2001 08:29:21 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Duck Hepatitis Virus

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Does anyone have information indicating that duck hepatitis virus is

pathogenic to humans?  I have information from the "Organism Lists" of

Health Canada's Office of Laboratory Security site indicating that duck

hepatitis B virus is pathogenic to humans but would like additional

sources for further confirmation.

Thanks,

Mark Campbell, M.S.

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Dec 2001 10:15:59 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Debra Hunt <hunt0009@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      BBP Compliance Directive

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

FYI...the new (213 pages!) OSHA compliance directive for enforcement of the

BBP standard, effective Nov. 27, 2001, can be found at

http://www.osha-slc.gov/OshDoc/Directive_pdf/CPL_2-2_69.pdf

Debra L. Hunt, DrPH, CBSP

Director, Biological Safety

Assistant Clinical Professor

Duke University / Duke University Health Systems

Durham, NC  27710

919-684-8822

hunt0009@mc.duke.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Dec 2001 10:46:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Duck Hepatitis Virus

In-Reply-To:  <3C0CDDC1.60AD4067@slu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_696905136==_.ALT"

--=====================_696905136==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

My references say that it is not infectious for mammals.

At 08:29 AM 12/04/01 -0600, you wrote:

>Does anyone have information indicating that duck hepatitis virus is

>pathogenic to humans?  I have information from the "Organism Lists" of

>Health Canada's Office of Laboratory Security site indicating that duck

>hepatitis B virus is pathogenic to humans but would like additional

>sources for further confirmation.

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark Campbell, M.S.

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University Health Sciences Center

>1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 577-8608

>campbem@slu.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Dec 2001 14:45:48 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Duck Hepatitis Virus

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_13e.59ca541.293e81ec_boundary"

--part1_13e.59ca541.293e81ec_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

My experience is similar to Richie Finks having been involved with Duck and

Woodchuck hepatitis several years ago - Duck hepatitis is nonpathogenic to

mammals.

Dr. Patricia Marion was a researcher during the early '90s at Stanford  that

had done much research with Duck hepatitis.

Traveling now so I can't forward here references. However, I can forward next

week if you would like them (contact me of the list).

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International, Inc.

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

USA

Phone: 001-860-675-1217

Fax: 001-860-675-1311

Mobile: 001-860-944-2373

ekrisiunas@aol.com

In a message dated 12/4/2001 10:49:56 AM Eastern Standard Time, rfink@MIT.EDU

writes:

> My references say that it is not infectious for mammals.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Dec 2001 16:19:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      BSC and ergonomics

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello:

Have any of you ran into ergonomic issues regarding employees who sit at the

BSC for long periods of time?  I am looking for a good stool that an

employee can use to work in the cabinet but also move from side to side to

access equipment outside the BSC.  The procedure is for non-infected mouse

tail cuttings.

Thanks for your input!

Bliss Schlank

Biosafety Manager

OW Basement

302-886-2185

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Dec 2001 15:48:01 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSC and ergonomics

In-Reply-To:  <58D14FEA074DD21197DC00805FA798D8033F662D@usuwphmsx03.usuwb

              .astrazeneca.net>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi, Bliss -

We're looking at BSC ergo right now at Aviron and have some leads for you

that may be worthwhile.  I'm going to copy Jeff Casano, our EH&S Specialist

who's been working on that problem, and ask him to send you some info

directly.  You didn't say and I'm sure there's a good reason but I'm

prompted to ask nonetheless - why the in-and-out activity?  If you hope to

maintain either containment or a clean working volume, in-n-out motions

should be minimized.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk

Director, EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857

==================================

At 04:19 PM 12/4/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello:

>Have any of you ran into ergonomic issues regarding employees who sit at the

>BSC for long periods of time?  I am looking for a good stool that an

>employee can use to work in the cabinet but also move from side to side to

>access equipment outside the BSC.  The procedure is for non-infected mouse

>tail cuttings.

>

>Thanks for your input!

>Bliss Schlank

>

>Biosafety Manager

>OW Basement

>302-886-2185

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Dec 2001 08:17:38 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Bernholc, Nicole M" <bernholc@BNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: BSC and ergonomics

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I would be interested in that info as well.  Thanks.

Nicole Bernholc, CIH

Brookhaven National Laboratory

Safety and Health Services Division

Building 120

Upton, NY 11973

Office: (631) 344-2027    Fax:(631) 344-7497

Pager: (631) 453-5864       Email: bernholc@bnl.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:gfunk@AVIRON.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2001 6:48 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSC and ergonomics

Hi, Bliss -

We're looking at BSC ergo right now at Aviron and have some leads for you

that may be worthwhile.  I'm going to copy Jeff Casano, our EH&S Specialist

who's been working on that problem, and ask him to send you some info

directly.  You didn't say and I'm sure there's a good reason but I'm

prompted to ask nonetheless - why the in-and-out activity?  If you hope to

maintain either containment or a clean working volume, in-n-out motions

should be minimized.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk

Director, EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857

==================================

At 04:19 PM 12/4/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello:

>Have any of you ran into ergonomic issues regarding employees who sit at

the

>BSC for long periods of time?  I am looking for a good stool that an

>employee can use to work in the cabinet but also move from side to side to

>access equipment outside the BSC.  The procedure is for non-infected mouse

>tail cuttings.

>

>Thanks for your input!

>Bliss Schlank

>

>Biosafety Manager

>OW Basement

>302-886-2185

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Dec 2001 06:16:15 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Mann, Richard" <Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      gene therapy protocol in mice

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I have an investigator who is proposing to do gene therapy work in TG mice.

He intends to use the following:

        AdCMV-Bgal (Replication-deficient recombinant adenovirus serotype 5

encoding nuclear targeted B-    galactosidase driven by a cytomegalovirus

promoter

and

        AdRSV-Bgal

        (Replication-    deficient recombinant adenovirus serotype 5

encoding nuclear targeted B-    galactosidase driven by a Rous Sarcoma virus

promoter

My question to the list is this is this BLS-1 as he states or are we in line

with my gut feeling of BSL-2.

I have reviewed the RDNA guidelines but an left confused

Thanks for the input.

Richard Mann, DVM

VMO

VA Northport, NY 11768

631 261 440 x 2878

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Dec 2001 08:59:58 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <jpointer@MAIL.MDANDERSON.ORG>

Subject:      Re: gene therapy protocol in mice

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

We use ABSL2 due to sensitivity of replication competent testing (RCAs) compared

to total viral concentration of doses delivered.

"Mann, Richard" <Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV> on 12/05/2001 08:16:15 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

Subject:  gene therapy protocol in mice

I have an investigator who is proposing to do gene therapy work in TG mice.

He intends to use the following:

        AdCMV-Bgal (Replication-deficient recombinant adenovirus serotype 5

encoding nuclear targeted B-    galactosidase driven by a cytomegalovirus

promoter

and

        AdRSV-Bgal

        (Replication-    deficient recombinant adenovirus serotype 5

encoding nuclear targeted B-    galactosidase driven by a Rous Sarcoma virus

promoter

My question to the list is this is this BLS-1 as he states or are we in line

with my gut feeling of BSL-2.

I have reviewed the RDNA guidelines but an left confused

Thanks for the input.

Richard Mann, DVM

VMO

VA Northport, NY 11768

631 261 440 x 2878

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Dec 2001 08:10:51 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: gene therapy protocol in mice

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Here's how I've interpreted it, generally

Adenovirus--RG2, BSL2

replication deficient AdV--capable of reverting to wild type--RG2, BSL2

replication incompetent AdV--not capable of reverting to wild type--RG2(for

the AdV) with authorization to manipulate at BSL1

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO=A0 80262

Voice:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

email:=A0=A0=A0 therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Dec 2001 07:33:33 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: gene therapy protocol in mice

In-Reply-To:  <86256B19.005282F4.00@utm-notesob1.mdacc.tmc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Richard -

I support Judy's practice.  When I was at UCSF, the starting point for RG

determination of any viral vector, as a general rule, was the RG of the

wild-type virus of origin and went up from there as appropriate.  Thus all

adenoviral vectors started as RG2's, mainly because of the potential for

generation of RCA.  We also asked the vector-using PI how he/she planned to

test for the presence of RCA and what baseline level of RCA was considered

acceptable.  If nothing else, this question made the PI think about it (I

was always surprised by how many didn't have a clue!) and how willing he

was to have his supposedly "clean" experimental data questioned by his

peers (Just how did you recognize and control "contaminating" RCA??)

Conversely, viral vectors based on naturally defective viruses such as AAV

started out at RG1 but higher levels of containment/safer procedures could

be required depending on the transgene, the procedure, the quantities being

handled, etc.  I'm sure many of us are now putting the AAV/RG1 assessment

on ice pending the next meeting of the RAC, at which I understand there

will be a discussion of the significance of the finding of an AAV sequence

in the semen of a human gene transfer research patient.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron (soon to be MedImmune?)

408-845-8857

======================================================

At 08:59 AM 12/5/01 -0600, you wrote:

>We use ABSL2 due to sensitivity of replication competent testing (RCAs)

compared

>to total viral concentration of doses delivered.

>

>

>

>

>"Mann, Richard" <Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV> on 12/05/2001 08:16:15 AM

>

>Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

>Subject:  gene therapy protocol in mice

>

>

>

>I have an investigator who is proposing to do gene therapy work in TG mice.

>He intends to use the following:

>        AdCMV-Bgal (Replication-deficient recombinant adenovirus serotype 5

>encoding nuclear targeted B-    galactosidase driven by a cytomegalovirus

>promoter

>and

>        AdRSV-Bgal

>        (Replication-    deficient recombinant adenovirus serotype 5

>encoding nuclear targeted B-    galactosidase driven by a Rous Sarcoma virus

>promoter

>

>My question to the list is this is this BLS-1 as he states or are we in line

>with my gut feeling of BSL-2.

>I have reviewed the RDNA guidelines but an left confused

>

>Thanks for the input.

>

>Richard Mann, DVM

>VMO

>VA Northport, NY 11768

>631 261 440 x 2878

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Dec 2001 16:57:21 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      Re: gene therapy protocol in mice

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Thanks a lot - here is a little more detail (which I should have put in the

original :)

The employee is sitting and standing equal amounts of time.  Basically they

are doing tail snips in the cabinet.  On the left of the employee (outside

of the cabinet) is the mouse cage and on the right of the employee (outside

of the cabinet) is the database instrument that the barcode is printed from.

Thanks for your help.

-----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:gfunk@AVIRON.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, December 05, 2001 10:34 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: gene therapy protocol in mice

Richard -

I support Judy's practice.  When I was at UCSF, the starting point for RG

determination of any viral vector, as a general rule, was the RG of the

wild-type virus of origin and went up from there as appropriate.  Thus all

adenoviral vectors started as RG2's, mainly because of the potential for

generation of RCA.  We also asked the vector-using PI how he/she planned to

test for the presence of RCA and what baseline level of RCA was considered

acceptable.  If nothing else, this question made the PI think about it (I

was always surprised by how many didn't have a clue!) and how willing he

was to have his supposedly "clean" experimental data questioned by his

peers (Just how did you recognize and control "contaminating" RCA??)

Conversely, viral vectors based on naturally defective viruses such as AAV

started out at RG1 but higher levels of containment/safer procedures could

be required depending on the transgene, the procedure, the quantities being

handled, etc.  I'm sure many of us are now putting the AAV/RG1 assessment

on ice pending the next meeting of the RAC, at which I understand there

will be a discussion of the significance of the finding of an AAV sequence

in the semen of a human gene transfer research patient.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron (soon to be MedImmune?)

408-845-8857

======================================================

At 08:59 AM 12/5/01 -0600, you wrote:

>We use ABSL2 due to sensitivity of replication competent testing (RCAs)

compared

>to total viral concentration of doses delivered.

>

>

>

>

>"Mann, Richard" <Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV> on 12/05/2001 08:16:15 AM

>

>Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>cc:    (bcc: Judy M. Pointer/MDACC)

>Subject:  gene therapy protocol in mice

>

>

>

>I have an investigator who is proposing to do gene therapy work in TG mice.

>He intends to use the following:

>        AdCMV-Bgal (Replication-deficient recombinant adenovirus serotype 5

>encoding nuclear targeted B-    galactosidase driven by a cytomegalovirus

>promoter

>and

>        AdRSV-Bgal

>        (Replication-    deficient recombinant adenovirus serotype 5

>encoding nuclear targeted B-    galactosidase driven by a Rous Sarcoma

virus

>promoter

>

>My question to the list is this is this BLS-1 as he states or are we in

line

>with my gut feeling of BSL-2.

>I have reviewed the RDNA guidelines but an left confused

>

>Thanks for the input.

>

>Richard Mann, DVM

>VMO

>VA Northport, NY 11768

>631 261 440 x 2878

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Dec 2001 16:58:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSC and ergonomics

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I replied to the wrong discussion - sorry!

Glenn

Thanks a lot - here is a little more detail (which I should have put in the

original :)

The employee is sitting and standing equal amounts of time.  Basically they

are doing tail snips in the cabinet.  On the left of the employee (outside

of the cabinet) is the mouse cage and on the right of the employee (outside

of the cabinet) is the database instrument that the barcode is printed from.

Thanks for your help.

-----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:gfunk@AVIRON.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, December 04, 2001 6:48 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSC and ergonomics

Hi, Bliss -

We're looking at BSC ergo right now at Aviron and have some leads for you

that may be worthwhile.  I'm going to copy Jeff Casano, our EH&S Specialist

who's been working on that problem, and ask him to send you some info

directly.  You didn't say and I'm sure there's a good reason but I'm

prompted to ask nonetheless - why the in-and-out activity?  If you hope to

maintain either containment or a clean working volume, in-n-out motions

should be minimized.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk

Director, EH&S

Aviron

408-845-8857

==================================

At 04:19 PM 12/4/01 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello:

>Have any of you ran into ergonomic issues regarding employees who sit at

the

>BSC for long periods of time?  I am looking for a good stool that an

>employee can use to work in the cabinet but also move from side to side to

>access equipment outside the BSC.  The procedure is for non-infected mouse

>tail cuttings.

>

>Thanks for your input!

>Bliss Schlank

>

>Biosafety Manager

>OW Basement

>302-886-2185

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 08:52:48 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ginger Brown <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Biohazard Signs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The BMBL and the NIH rDNA regulations indicate the need for a

Biohazard sign that indicates the name of the agent,

the biosafety level, the name and phone number of the PI, etc.

Does anyone know of a commercial source for Biohazard signs

(or adhesive type door labels), reasonably priced, with blanks to

fill in with specific information? I've looked in numerous catalogs

and only found one source, but the cost is about $11 apiece.

Considering that I will probably want 200-300 signs/ labels, this

would be very costly.

Thanks for any assistance.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

979/862-4038

gingerbrown@tamu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 10:44:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Pitts, Jonathan" <jpitts@MEDISPECTRA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hi Ginger,

Try LabSafety.com (or there printed catalog) they have a large selection.

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Ginger Brown [mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2001 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biohazard Signs

The BMBL and the NIH rDNA regulations indicate the need for a

Biohazard sign that indicates the name of the agent,

the biosafety level, the name and phone number of the PI, etc.

Does anyone know of a commercial source for Biohazard signs

(or adhesive type door labels), reasonably priced, with blanks to

fill in with specific information? I've looked in numerous catalogs

and only found one source, but the cost is about $11 apiece.

Considering that I will probably want 200-300 signs/ labels, this

would be very costly.

Thanks for any assistance.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

979/862-4038

gingerbrown@tamu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 10:42:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Larry Mendoza <lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU>

Organization: VCU-OEHS-Biological/Chemical Safety Section

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------640544BD3C16C3C1C5C33CCF"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------640544BD3C16C3C1C5C33CCF

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I usually make my own signs.  Here is an example if it helps.

Larry Mendoza

Ginger Brown wrote:

> The BMBL and the NIH rDNA regulations indicate the need for a

> Biohazard sign that indicates the name of the agent,

> the biosafety level, the name and phone number of the PI, etc.

> Does anyone know of a commercial source for Biohazard signs

> (or adhesive type door labels), reasonably priced, with blanks to

> fill in with specific information? I've looked in numerous catalogs

> and only found one source, but the cost is about $11 apiece.

> Considering that I will probably want 200-300 signs/ labels, this

> would be very costly.

>

> Thanks for any assistance.

>

> Ginger Brown, CBSP

> Env Health & Safety

> TX A&M University

> 979/862-4038

> gingerbrown@tamu.edu

 filename="Biohazard sign example.doc"

n:Mendoza;Laurence

tel;fax:828-6169

tel;work:827-0353

x-mozilla-html:TRUE

org:VIRGINIA COMMONWEALTH UNIVERSITY;OEHS/CHEMICAL-BIOLOGICAL SAFETY

version:2.1

email;internet:lgmendoz@HSC.VCU.EDU

title:Biosafety Inspector

adr;quoted-printable:;;1101 East Marshall St.=0D=0APO Box 980112;RICHMOND;VA;23298;USA

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 09:54:45 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         J Coggin <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Ginger; buy one.  Then scan it in your computer and run all the copies

you want on laminated photograde kodak xerox paper on  a color printer

so the biohazard emblem is the correct color.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D. RBP , CBSP

Ginger Brown wrote:

>The BMBL and the NIH rDNA regulations indicate the need for a

>Biohazard sign that indicates the name of the agent,

>the biosafety level, the name and phone number of the PI, etc.

>Does anyone know of a commercial source for Biohazard signs

>(or adhesive type door labels), reasonably priced, with blanks to

>fill in with specific information? I've looked in numerous catalogs

>and only found one source, but the cost is about $11 apiece.

>Considering that I will probably want 200-300 signs/ labels, this

>would be very costly.

>

>Thanks for any assistance.

>

>Ginger Brown, CBSP

>Env Health & Safety

>TX A&M University

>979/862-4038

>gingerbrown@tamu.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 10:49:40 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Contact for signs used in many places:

Biocontrol Inc.

Lutherville, Maryland

Dr. Byron Tepper

410.823.1709

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine

Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Ginger Brown [mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2001 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biohazard Signs

The BMBL and the NIH rDNA regulations indicate the need for a

Biohazard sign that indicates the name of the agent,

the biosafety level, the name and phone number of the PI, etc.

Does anyone know of a commercial source for Biohazard signs

(or adhesive type door labels), reasonably priced, with blanks to

fill in with specific information? I've looked in numerous catalogs

and only found one source, but the cost is about $11 apiece.

Considering that I will probably want 200-300 signs/ labels, this

would be very costly.

Thanks for any assistance.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

979/862-4038

gingerbrown@tamu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 10:57:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Norman Umberger <numberger@SMCM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

That is likely illegal...copyright.

Norman

-----Original Message-----

From: J Coggin [mailto:jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2001 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Biohazard Signs

Ginger; buy one.  Then scan it in your computer and run all the copies

you want on laminated photograde kodak xerox paper on  a color printer

so the biohazard emblem is the correct color.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D. RBP , CBSP

Ginger Brown wrote:

>The BMBL and the NIH rDNA regulations indicate the need for a

>Biohazard sign that indicates the name of the agent,

>the biosafety level, the name and phone number of the PI, etc.

>Does anyone know of a commercial source for Biohazard signs

>(or adhesive type door labels), reasonably priced, with blanks to

>fill in with specific information? I've looked in numerous catalogs

>and only found one source, but the cost is about $11 apiece.

>Considering that I will probably want 200-300 signs/ labels, this

>would be very costly.

>

>Thanks for any assistance.

>

>Ginger Brown, CBSP

>Env Health & Safety

>TX A&M University

>979/862-4038

>gingerbrown@tamu.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 11:00:04 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

In-Reply-To:  <sc0f31e2.085@ehsd.tamu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We adopted a variation of a Lab Safety & Supply system.  We made our own

version of a sign they no longer make.  We have on hand a large supply of

labels 3x4, three of which can fit on the sign.  Cost of stickers

25/$11.00/pk.

The bottom has a place for the name of the PI, his two chief techs and

their home & work phone numbers.(It is hard to keep this current)

We tell the PI to name his three greatest hazards.  We put those on the

sign.  We also have several stickers that fill empty spaces.

The biohazard and radioactive labels are manditory if one works with them.

Radiation Saftey controls the radioactive labels.

We were told and confirmed years ago that labs are exempt from NFPA sign

requirements.  That system does not work well for labs.  So we use this

system instead.

Bob

>The BMBL and the NIH rDNA regulations indicate the need for a

>Biohazard sign that indicates the name of the agent,

>the biosafety level, the name and phone number of the PI, etc.

>Does anyone know of a commercial source for Biohazard signs

>(or adhesive type door labels), reasonably priced, with blanks to

>fill in with specific information? I've looked in numerous catalogs

>and only found one source, but the cost is about $11 apiece.

>Considering that I will probably want 200-300 signs/ labels, this

>would be very costly.

>

>Thanks for any assistance.

>

>Ginger Brown, CBSP

>Env Health & Safety

>TX A&M University

>979/862-4038

>gingerbrown@tamu.edu

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 10:51:50 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_FAA7C435.B6D7A55B"

This is a MIME message. If you are reading this text, you may want to

consider changing to a mail reader or gateway that understands how to

properly handle MIME multipart messages.

--=_FAA7C435.B6D7A55B

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Before looking commercial, why not make your own? We ended up buyinglabels (less than $50 for 500 + labels) and designing our own signs whichwe then update each year (printed on new color) - no wasted messages ortext, personalized, and you only get what you want!

And www.emedco.com is MUCH cheaper than Labsafety for labels or signs.

Jeff

Jeffrey M. Good

Sr. EHS Specialist

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance

The George Washington University Medical Center

(202) 994-5059

rsojmg@gwumc.edu

www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

>>> jpitts@MEDISPECTRA.COM 12/06/01 10:44AM >>>

Hi Ginger,

Try LabSafety.com (or there printed catalog) they have a large selection.

Jon

Jonathan Pitts Ph.D.

MediSpectra Inc.

45 Hartwell Ave.

Lexington, MA 02421

Tel: (781) 372-2300 x354

Direct Tel. Line: (781) 372-2354

Fax: (781) 674-0002

www.medispectra.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Ginger Brown [mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2001 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biohazard Signs

The BMBL and the NIH rDNA regulations indicate the need for a

Biohazard sign that indicates the name of the agent,

the biosafety level, the name and phone number of the PI, etc.

Does anyone know of a commercial source for Biohazard signs

(or adhesive type door labels), reasonably priced, with blanks to

fill in with specific information? I've looked in numerous catalogs

and only found one source, but the cost is about $11 apiece.

Considering that I will probably want 200-300 signs/ labels, this

would be very costly.

Thanks for any assistance.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

979/862-4038

gingerbrown@tamu.edu

--=_FAA7C435.B6D7A55B

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Jeffrey Good.vcf"

BEGIN:VCARD

VERSION:2.1

X-GWTYPE:USER

FN:Jeffrey Good

TEL;WORK:202 994-5059

ORG:;Radiation Safety Office

TEL;PREF;FAX:202 728-4056

EMAIL;WORK;PREF;NGW:rsojmg@gwumc.edu

N:Good;Jeffrey

TITLE:Sr. Safety Specialist

END:VCARD

--=_FAA7C435.B6D7A55B--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 11:19:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

To avoid those copyright issues, don't scan someone else's sign, make one

yourself in a matter of minutes:

If you have Powerpoint or something similar on your PC, cut and paste a

public domain image of a biohazard symbol into a sign you finish to suit

your needs. Print on color printer, laminate, and you're "good to go"!

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist, Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD

rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 11:35:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jennifer Minogue <jminogue@UOGUELPH.CA>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We had some made up at the local printing shop, using adhesive paper.

Easy and cheap.

--

Jennifer Minogue

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1

519-824-4120 x 3190  Voice

519-824-0364  Fax

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 12:32:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_306D0EC0.DABBC90C"

This is a MIME message. If you are reading this text, you may want to

consider changing to a mail reader or gateway that understands how to

properly handle MIME multipart messages.

--=_306D0EC0.DABBC90C

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

I am not entirely sure you received accurate information on NFPA 704requirements for your labs. Close reading of the standard does not exempt,rather puts emphasis on professional judgement. We incorporate the 704Diamond into our LHZ Signs, and inform the PI to use his/her bestjudgement in rating the area for a "worst case" scenario - remember thislabel is designed for emergency responders, not daily users.

NFPA 704 (1996 ed.), 1-5.3 : In some situations such as warehouses,storage rooms or buildings, laboratory facilities, etc., a variety ofmaterials can be present in one localized area. In such cases considerablejudgement might be needed to properly assign ratings to the area.

Jeff

Jeffrey M. Good

Sr. EHS Specialist

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance

The George Washington University Medical Center

(202) 994-5059

rsojmg@gwumc.edu

www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

>>> rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU 12/06/01 11:00AM >>>

We adopted a variation of a Lab Safety & Supply system.  We made our own

version of a sign they no longer make.  We have on hand a large supply of

labels 3x4, three of which can fit on the sign.  Cost of stickers

25/$11.00/pk.

The bottom has a place for the name of the PI, his two chief techs and

their home & work phone numbers.(It is hard to keep this current)

We tell the PI to name his three greatest hazards.  We put those on the

sign.  We also have several stickers that fill empty spaces.

The biohazard and radioactive labels are manditory if one works with them.

Radiation Saftey controls the radioactive labels.

We were told and confirmed years ago that labs are exempt from NFPA sign

requirements.  That system does not work well for labs.  So we use this

system instead.

Bob

--=_306D0EC0.DABBC90C

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Jeffrey Good.vcf"

BEGIN:VCARD

VERSION:2.1

X-GWTYPE:USER

FN:Jeffrey Good

TEL;WORK:202 994-5059

ORG:;Radiation Safety Office

TEL;PREF;FAX:202 728-4056

EMAIL;WORK;PREF;NGW:rsojmg@gwumc.edu

N:Good;Jeffrey

TITLE:Sr. Safety Specialist

END:VCARD

--=_306D0EC0.DABBC90C--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 11:59:45 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ron Amoling <Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

On the American Biological Safety Association web site there are a number of

downloadable biohazard symbols/images, etc.  www.absa.org

Ron

Ronald K. Amoling II, MS, MBA

Senior Environmental Health & Safety Coordinator

Aventis Pharmaceuticals, Cambridge Genomics Center

26 Landsdowne Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

email: ronald.amoling@aventis.com

phone: 617-768-4043

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 12:01:12 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Laemmerhirt <Michael.Laemmerhirt@AVENTIS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

BRADY Signmark (www.bradysignmark.com) can custom fabricate hazard warning

signs to suit individual customer needs. We had custom printed biohazard

warning signs made from adhesive-backed vinyl stock which can easily be

marked by with a permanent marker and erased with a miniscule amount of

solvent such as methanol. The signs were purchased through Fisher Scientific

at a very reasonable rate.

Michael K. Laemmerhirt

Aventis Pharmaceuticals Inc.

Environment Health Safety

Route 202-206

P.O. Box 6800

Bridgewater, NJ 08807-0800

Mail Code: J103F

Phone:  908-231-5872

Mobile: 201-486-2051

Fax:            908-231-3736

Email:  michael.laemmerhirt@aventis.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Ginger Brown [mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2001 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biohazard Signs

The BMBL and the NIH rDNA regulations indicate the need for a

Biohazard sign that indicates the name of the agent,

the biosafety level, the name and phone number of the PI, etc.

Does anyone know of a commercial source for Biohazard signs

(or adhesive type door labels), reasonably priced, with blanks to

fill in with specific information? I've looked in numerous catalogs

and only found one source, but the cost is about $11 apiece.

Considering that I will probably want 200-300 signs/ labels, this

would be very costly.

Thanks for any assistance.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

979/862-4038

gingerbrown@tamu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 13:16:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      FW: Biohazard Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C17E82.1D458C70"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand

this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_000_01C17E82.1D458C70

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2001 10:50 AM

To: ''

Subject: RE: Biohazard Signs

Contact for signs used in many places:

Biocontrol Inc.

Lutherville, Maryland

Dr. Byron Tepper

410.823.1709

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Professor of Medicine

Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Ginger Brown [mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2001 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biohazard Signs

The BMBL and the NIH rDNA regulations indicate the need for a

Biohazard sign that indicates the name of the agent,

the biosafety level, the name and phone number of the PI, etc.

Does anyone know of a commercial source for Biohazard signs

(or adhesive type door labels), reasonably priced, with blanks to

fill in with specific information? I've looked in numerous catalogs

and only found one source, but the cost is about $11 apiece.

Considering that I will probably want 200-300 signs/ labels, this

would be very costly.

Thanks for any assistance.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

979/862-4038

gingerbrown@tamu.edu

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="BiocontrolLabSignage.ppt"

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Dec 2001 13:25:42 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biohazard Signs

In-Reply-To:  <sc0f6580.035@ladybird.gwumc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

The systems we examined for an NFPA 704 rating for a room(lab) with several

chemicals ushually meant the ratings would be 4-4-4.  This is not much use

for the fire department.  Our first clue about this came from a local fire

chief freshly retired.  We confirmed this with another source and have not

had a problem with the local FD. They were more concerned that we post

signs aon regular refrigerators so that Flammable liquids are not placed in

there.

bob

>I am not entirely sure you received accurate information on NFPA 704

>requirements for your labs. Close reading of the standard does not exempt,

>rather puts emphasis on professional judgement. We incorporate the 704

>Diamond into our LHZ Signs, and inform the PI to use his/her best

>judgement in rating the area for a "worst case" scenario - remember this

>label is designed for emergency responders, not daily users.

>

>NFPA 704 (1996 ed.), 1-5.3 : In some situations such as warehouses,

>storage rooms or buildings, laboratory facilities, etc., a variety of

>materials can be present in one localized area. In such cases considerable

>judgement might be needed to properly assign ratings to the area.

>

>Jeff

>

>Jeffrey M. Good

>Sr. EHS Specialist

>Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

>Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance

>The George Washington University Medical Center

>(202) 994-5059

>rsojmg@gwumc.edu

>www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

>

>>>> rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU 12/06/01 11:00AM >>>

>We adopted a variation of a Lab Safety & Supply system.  We made our own

>version of a sign they no longer make.  We have on hand a large supply of

>labels 3x4, three of which can fit on the sign.  Cost of stickers

>25/$11.00/pk.

>The bottom has a place for the name of the PI, his two chief techs and

>their home & work phone numbers.(It is hard to keep this current)

>We tell the PI to name his three greatest hazards.  We put those on the

>sign.  We also have several stickers that fill empty spaces.

>The biohazard and radioactive labels are manditory if one works with them.

>Radiation Saftey controls the radioactive labels.

>We were told and confirmed years ago that labs are exempt from NFPA sign

>requirements.  That system does not work well for labs.  So we use this

>system instead.

>

>Bob

>

>

>

>Attachment converted: Siberia:Jeffrey Good.vcf 1 (TEXT/MSIE) (0000A540)

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Dec 2001 11:52:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bill Homovec <Bill_Homovec@LABCORP.COM>

Subject:      NIH Guidelines : Human Gene Therapy

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Here are final NIH Guidelines regarding Human Gene Therapy:

Bill Homovec

LabCorp

(336) 436-5022

homoveb@labcorp.com

http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=3D2001_register&d=

ocid=3D01-28774-filed

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Dec 2001 08:59:46 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeff Heller <Heller_Jeff@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: NIH Guidelines : Human Gene Therapy

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Finally, an answer to your problems!!!

LOL

Jeff

> ----------

> From:         Bill Homovec

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Monday, December 10, 2001 9:52 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      NIH Guidelines : Human Gene Therapy

>

> Here are final NIH Guidelines regarding Human Gene Therapy:

>

> Bill Homovec

> LabCorp

> (336) 436-5022

> homoveb@labcorp.com

>

>

>

> http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname01_register&do

> cid=01-28774-filed

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Dec 2001 13:38:01 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: NIH Guidelines : Human Gene Therapy

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Thanks Bill...however, after spending two very informative days at the NIH

OBA  "IBCs in a Changing Research Landscape; A policy Forum", at the

Bethesda Marriott...there will be further changes.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Bill Homovec [mailto:Bill_Homovec@LABCORP.COM]

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2001 11:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: NIH Guidelines : Human Gene Therapy

Here are final NIH Guidelines regarding Human Gene Therapy:

Bill Homovec

LabCorp

(336) 436-5022

homoveb@labcorp.com

http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname01_register&doci

d=01-28774-filed

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Dec 2001 14:26:38 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bill Homovec <Bill_Homovec@LABCORP.COM>

Subject:      Re: NIH Guidelines : Human Gene Therapy

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

To coin a famous phrase,with a slight twist:

"The more things change, the more they stay insane."

These guidelines should be no exception.

Bill

>>> rgilpin@ADMIN1.UMARYLAND.EDU 12/10/01 01:38PM >>>

Thanks Bill...however, after spending two very informative days at the NIH

OBA  "IBCs in a Changing Research Landscape; A policy Forum", at the

Bethesda Marriott...there will be further changes.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201

410.706.7845

410.706.1520 (fax)

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Bill Homovec [mailto:Bill_Homovec@LABCORP.COM]

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2001 11:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: NIH Guidelines : Human Gene Therapy

Here are final NIH Guidelines regarding Human Gene Therapy:

Bill Homovec

LabCorp

(336) 436-5022

homoveb@labcorp.com

http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=3D2001_register&d=

oci

d=3D01-28774-filed

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Dec 2001 13:59:19 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lenore Koliha <lkoliha@CREIGHTON.EDU>

Subject:      procurement

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Good day,

I am looking for any policies, etc. regarding the procurement of

pathogens, microbes, chemicals, etc.. Are these items allowed to be

purchased on departmental credit cards? If so, how are they being tracked

into the institution? I would be particularly interested in any

university's hazardous substance purchasing policies. Not just in regard

to select agents or recombinant DNA but, BSL2, "P"list chemicals, etc.

Thanks in advance to one and all,

Lenore Koliha

Chemical Coordinator

Creighton U.

       *****************************************************************

       *                                                               *

       * Lenore Koliha                 e-mail:  lkoliha@creighton.edu  *

       * Chemical Coordinator             ph#:  (402)546-6404          *

       * Dept. EH&S                       fax:  (402)546-6403          *

       * Creighton U.                                                  *

       * Jahn Bldg., Rm-110                                            *

       * 2204 Burt St.                                                 *

       * Omaha, NE  68178                                              *

       *****************************************************************

           The true measure of a man is not by the life he leads...

                      but by the memory he leaves behind.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Dec 2001 11:43:33 -0900

Reply-To:     anglt@uaa.alaska.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         TRIG <anglt@UAA.ALASKA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: procurement

In-Reply-To:  <Pine.HPX.4.05.10112101356460.24626-100000@bluejay.creighton.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

It sounds like we have a similar concern at the University of Alaska

Anchorage. Our procedures specifically forbid the purchase of hazardous

materials (bio, chem or rad) using our procurement cards. Instead, employees

are to use the purchase order system so that we can track what is coming in

and provide appropriate advise before hazmats are delivered. All hazmat

purchase orders are reviewed by Procurement and EHS services prior to

completing the order. This is usually done in the background and ordering

departments are unaware of the activity. If the hazmats in question cannot

be handled by our existing facilities and procedures, EHS contacts the

ordering department and works with them in finding alternatives or

developing appropriate procedures.

Since we started using the card, many researchers find it more convenient to

use the card on a telephone or web orders and consequently break the rules.

To assist with this concern, Sigma-Aldrich is willing to work with us to

prevent card orders of hazmats from being made. I imagine that other

suppliers would be willing to assist, especially in light of current events.

We plan on contacting other vendors in the near future to see if they'll

screen credit card orders for us.

Trig Trigiano, Director

Environmental Health & Safety

University of Alaska Anchorage

3211 Providence Drive, ULB 100F

Anchorage, AK  99508

office: 907-786-1351

fax: 907-786-1351

trig@uaa.alaska.edu

www.uaa.alaska.edu/ehsrms

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Lenore Koliha

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2001 10:59 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: procurement

Good day,

I am looking for any policies, etc. regarding the procurement of

pathogens, microbes, chemicals, etc.. Are these items allowed to be

purchased on departmental credit cards? If so, how are they being tracked

into the institution? I would be particularly interested in any

university's hazardous substance purchasing policies. Not just in regard

to select agents or recombinant DNA but, BSL2, "P"list chemicals, etc.

Thanks in advance to one and all,

Lenore Koliha

Chemical Coordinator

Creighton U.

       *****************************************************************

       *                                                               *

       * Lenore Koliha                 e-mail:  lkoliha@creighton.edu  *

       * Chemical Coordinator             ph#:  (402)546-6404          *

       * Dept. EH&S                       fax:  (402)546-6403          *

       * Creighton U.                                                  *

       * Jahn Bldg., Rm-110                                            *

       * 2204 Burt St.                                                 *

       * Omaha, NE  68178                                              *

       *****************************************************************

           The true measure of a man is not by the life he leads...

                      but by the memory he leaves behind.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Dec 2001 15:57:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: procurement

In-Reply-To:  <Pine.HPX.4.05.10112101356460.24626-100000@bluejay.creighton.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We do the following with chemicals only.  All purchases are centralized

with the help of accounts payable and purchasing.  We are given a monthly

"dump" of chemical purchases. This is added to a master file so that we

know who has what by the account number used to purchase the item.  We do

not currently remove spent items or wastes from the list.  This list has

been ready for use for over 4 years where each professor can access his

chemical inventory and see what he has in his lab.  We have never been

given permission to turn it on.

It would be great if we could finally do this.

bob

>Good day,

>I am looking for any policies, etc. regarding the procurement of

>pathogens, microbes, chemicals, etc.. Are these items allowed to be

>purchased on departmental credit cards? If so, how are they being tracked

>into the institution? I would be particularly interested in any

>university's hazardous substance purchasing policies. Not just in regard

>to select agents or recombinant DNA but, BSL2, "P"list chemicals, etc.

>

>Thanks in advance to one and all,

>

>Lenore Koliha

>Chemical Coordinator

>Creighton U.

>

>       *****************************************************************

>       *                                                               *

>       * Lenore Koliha                 e-mail:  lkoliha@creighton.edu  *

>       * Chemical Coordinator             ph#:  (402)546-6404          *

>       * Dept. EH&S                       fax:  (402)546-6403          *

>       * Creighton U.                                                  *

>       * Jahn Bldg., Rm-110                                            *

>       * 2204 Burt St.                                                 *

>       * Omaha, NE  68178                                              *

>       *****************************************************************

>           The true measure of a man is not by the life he leads...

>                      but by the memory he leaves behind.

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Tue, 11 Dec 2001 06:36:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bill Homovec <Bill_Homovec@LABCORP.COM>

Subject:      Revised NIH rDNA Guidelines ; RAC Membership

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

More final action on revised NIH rDNA Guidelines, RAC membership:

Bill Homovec

LabCorp

(336)436-5022

homoveb@labcorp.com

http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=3D2001_register&d=

ocid=3D01-30514-filed
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Date:         Tue, 11 Dec 2001 09:34:41 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Vodkin <m-vodkin@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      implementation of Patriot Act

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear members,

      The recently passed Patriot Act requires defines restricted personnel

and requires Universities and other employers to deny them access to Select

Agents.  Typically, Biological Safety and/or Environmental Health Divisions

are responsible for registering the transfer (and soon probably the

possession and use) of Select Agents.  Part of the registration process

will identify personnel who are associated with the project; however, there

will not be any information as to whether any of them fall within the

restricted classification.  I am wondering how Universities or other

employers intend to comply with the regulation and what additional duties

may be assigned to Biological Safety-Environmental Health Divisions.

      Thank you for your participation in a question that may affect many

of us.

Michael Vodkin

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
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Date:         Tue, 11 Dec 2001 11:21:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: implementation of Patriot Act

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I just returned from a meeting with our University Police and our Lab

Director. It does not appear that the Patriot Act specified how or who is

to verify that no restricted persons are working with select agents (or,

did I miss something?). The Lab Director wants to have his staff sign an

affidavit that they are not one of the classes of restricted persons, and

the University Police believe that the IG will not accept that and a more

formal background check must be performed. The UP will be contacting our

local FBI office today for clarification. I'll provide an update when I

receive some news.

The Lab Director had not previously thought about computer security or the

security of the lab data. We need to work on some of those issues,

including "Disaster Recovery" issues for the everyday "emergencies" we

face. How are your staff preparing for computer security?

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Dec 2001 13:58:06 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hanna, Michael" <mhanna@BF.UMICH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: implementation of Patriot Act

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I'm meeting with some directors & VP's to discuss this on 12/19.  Some

fundamental questions need to be addressed and each institution will

need to grapple with them according to their own values and

capabilities.  mgh 

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Vodkin [mailto:m-vodkin@UIUC.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2001 10:35 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: implementation of Patriot Act

Dear members,

      The recently passed Patriot Act requires defines restricted

personnel

and requires Universities and other employers to deny them access to

Select

Agents.  Typically, Biological Safety and/or Environmental Health

Divisions

are responsible for registering the transfer (and soon probably the

possession and use) of Select Agents.  Part of the registration process

will identify personnel who are associated with the project; however,

there

will not be any information as to whether any of them fall within the

restricted classification.  I am wondering how Universities or other

employers intend to comply with the regulation and what additional

duties

may be assigned to Biological Safety-Environmental Health Divisions.

      Thank you for your participation in a question that may affect

many

of us.

Michael Vodkin

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
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Date:         Tue, 11 Dec 2001 14:21:25 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

Organization: Wright State University

Subject:      Re: Implementation of Patriot Act

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_FSnxUKqJR+14e3FM7EFygA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_FSnxUKqJR+14e3FM7EFygA)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Ok, maybe I am a little slow on this and it has already been

stated in this form, but has the Patriot Act been published

so that the text of the Act can be seen a whole rather than

as bits and parts?  I would like to provide a reference to

the university's biosafety committee and for administration

to consider.

Thanks for your help.

Greg Merkle

Mike Vodkin wrote:

>

> Dear members,

>

>       The recently passed Patriot Act requires defines restricted personnel

> and requires Universities and other employers to deny them access to Select

> Agents.  Typically, Biological Safety and/or Environmental Health Divisions

> are responsible for registering the transfer (and soon probably the

> possession and use) of Select Agents.  Part of the registration process

> will identify personnel who are associated with the project; however, there

> will not be any information as to whether any of them fall within the

> restricted classification.  I am wondering how Universities or other

> employers intend to comply with the regulation and what additional duties

> may be assigned to Biological Safety-Environmental Health Divisions.

>       Thank you for your participation in a question that may affect many

> of us.

>

> Michael Vodkin

> Biological Safety Section

> University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

--Boundary_(ID_FSnxUKqJR+14e3FM7EFygA)

Content-type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii; name="greg.merkle.vcf"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Content-disposition: attachment; filename="greg.merkle.vcf"

Content-description: Card for Greg Merkle

begin:vcard

n:Merkle;Greg

tel;fax:1-937-775-3761

tel;work:1-937-775-2217

x-mozilla-html:FALSE

url:www.wright.edu/admin/ehs

org:Wright State University;Department of Environmental Health and Safety

version:2.1

email;internet:greg.merkle@wright.edu

title:Senior Industrial Hygienist

adr;quoted-printable:;;145 Health Sciences Bldg.=0D=0A3640 Col. Glenn Hwy.;Dayton;Ohio;45435-0001;USA

end:vcard

--Boundary_(ID_FSnxUKqJR+14e3FM7EFygA)--
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Date:         Tue, 11 Dec 2001 14:30:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USA Patriot Act Restrictions re Access to "Select Agents"

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

This is the latest email forwarded from our Counsel's office.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

----- Forwarded by Kim Auletta/Admin on 12/11/2001 02:30 PM -----

                    Maureen Kotlas

                                         To:     Kim Auletta/Admin@SUNYSB, Richard

                    12/11/2001            Young/Admin@SUNYSB

                    02:23 PM             cc:

                                         Subject:     Re: USA Patriot Act Restrictions

                                          re Access to "Select Agents"

Note the statement by the sender of the attached message, who is legal

counsel for the first university to be inspected, that Congress did not

give authority for background checks.

----- Forwarded by Maureen Kotlas/Admin on 12/11/2001 02:21 PM -----

                    Gerianne

                    Jordan Sands         To:     Shirley Strum Kenny/Pres@SUNYSB,

                                          Richard Mann/Admin@SUNYSB, Robert

                    12/11/2001            McGrath/Prov@SUNYSB, Norman

                    01:47 PM              Edelman/UHMC@SUNYSB

                                         cc:     Maureen Kotlas/Admin@SUNYSB

                                         Subject:     Re: USA Patriot Act Restrictions

                                          re Access to "Select Agents"

Interesting approach don't you think?

Gerianne

----- Forwarded by Gerianne Jordan Sands/Admin on 12/11/01 01:47 PM -----

                    "Johnsen, Christopher

                    N. (Legal)"                 To:     NACUANET@PEACH.EASE.LSOFT.COM

                    <cnjohnse@UTMB.EDU>         cc:

                    Sent by: "Nat. Assoc.       Subject:     Re: USA Patriot Act Restrictions

                    of Col. and Univ.            re Access to "Select Agents"

                    Attorneys"

                    <NACUANET@PEACH.EASE.

                    LSOFT.COM>

                    12/10/01 09:39 AM

                    Please respond to

                    "Nat. Assoc. of Col.

                    and Univ. Attorneys"

Since Congress provided no authority to inquire into the prohibited

background conditions, we have drafted a form that all employees and

students in identified laboratories would have to sign attesting to their

status regarding each of the Act's provisions.  We also will be doing our

own review of visa status based upon our own records, and Texas provides

for

a public access criminal conviction inquiry for convictions (but only in

Texas).  We understand (from the Secretary of State's website and from the

OIG) that the countries involved are North Korea, Libya, Iran, Iraq, Cuba,

Syria, and the Sudan.

We do not read the statute to provide for criminal liability for

supervisors

or administrators, but rather only for those individuals who are themselves

prohibited.

Chris Johnsen

Department of Legal Affairs

University of Texas Medical Branch

(409) 747-8735 (direct)

(409) 747-8741 (fax)

This communication is intended to be confidential and privileged.  If you

have received this communication in error, please delete it immediately and

notify the sender.

-----Original Message-----

From: David Drooz [mailto:dtdrooz@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, December 10, 2001 7:49 AM

To: NACUANET@PEACH.EASE.LSOFT.COM

Subject: Re: USA Patriot Act Restrictions re Access to "Select Agents"

We are considering a reuirement that supervisors must notify everyone in

their units (for units that have select agents) that "restricted persons"

may not access or possess select agents.  The notice would indicate that

such access is a federal felony, and would list both the select agents

and the definitions of "restricted person."  I've attached a file that

includes the relevant part of the PATRIOT Act and the corresponding

federal regulation.  If you use the "Track Changes" command in MS Word,

the new statutory language will be in red font (the pre-existing language

in black font).

- David

*****************************************

David Drooz

Associate General Counsel

North Carolina State University

Phone:  919-515-1006

Email:  david_drooz@ncsu.edu

FAX:  919-515-3060

******************************************

>>> kfb@NACUA.ORG 12/08/01 03:59PM >>>

This is an inquiry from a NACUA member who does not wish to be

identified:

"How are your institutions complying with section 817 of the newly

enacted USA Patriot Act providing criminal penalties for allowing

"restricted persons" access to certain "select agents?"  Are we

obligated, for example, to undertake criminal background checks on our

faculty/staff/students?  Is an attestation of compliance from these

individuals sufficient?

Additionally, I would very much appreciate it if someone could forward

an electronic copy listing the "select agents" and listing the restricted

countries under section 817(b)(2)(G).  Thanks."

Karl F. Brevitz

kfb@nacua.org

Director of Legal Resources, NACUA

Ph# 202-833-8390

Fax# 202-296-8379
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Date:         Tue, 11 Dec 2001 14:57:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USA PATRIOT Act

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

----- Forwarded by Kim Auletta/Admin on 12/11/2001 02:57 PM -----

                    "Ellerman,

                    Marti"                 To:     "'SEHSA-L@cornell.edu'" (SEHSA-L)

                    <ELLERMMA@SYSADM        <SEHSA-L@cornell.edu>

                    .SUNY.EDU>             cc:

                    Sent by:               Subject:     RE: USA PATRIOT Act

                    owner-SEHSA-L@co

                    rnell.edu

                    12/11/2001 02:43

                    PM

                    Please respond

                    to SEHSA-L

The American Council on Education produced a good summary of the impact of

the Act on colleges and universities. This memo prepared by the law firm of

Hogan and Hartson was sent to all college presidents and goes beyond the

EHS

issues but is a good starting place.It is on the ACE website (acenet.edu)

Specifically on laboratory security, there is a prohibition against

"restricted persons" having access to or possesing "select agents".

Restricted persons include those from certain listed countries and others

(illegal aliens, unlawful users of controlled substances, dishonorably

discharged individuals among them. Select agents are defined in existing

CDC

regulations and include anthrax, ebola virus, and others. The question of

how to implement this prohibition has not been definitively addressed

within

SUNY. I understand a few colleges around the country are utilizing

procedures such as sending notices to all employees of the prohibition or

getting employees in affected labs to sign an attestation that they are not

restricted persons. It is my understanding that there will be regulations

forthcoming as well as additional legislation.

-----Original Message-----

From: Cecile M. Mars [mailto:marsc@rpi.edu]

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2001 12:02 PM

To: sehsa-l@cornell.edu

Subject: USA PATRIOT Act

Hi All,

Does anyone have any insights into the potential impact of the USA Patriots

act on college and university EHS activities?  I'd be interested in seeing

any subject papers or info from any legal or professional organizations

regarding the topic. We are discussing some of the privacy/confidentiality

issues here and I'm interested in what you are all doing or reading on this

topic.

Thanks in Advance

Cecile

Cecile M. Mars '86

Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Dec 2001 10:29:47 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Milchak, Lawrence" <lmilchak@EHS.PITT.EDU>

Subject:      Design and commissioning of BSL3 labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello Everyone

We are in the process of formalizing the design criteria and commissioning

process for BSL3 and ABSL3 labs here on campus.  We are attempting to

incorporate all of the major criteria from various regulatory agencies, but

we are struggling a bit with some of the specifics.

Does anyone have design criteria or commissioning processes specific for

your institution that is required for BSL3 or ABSL3 construction that you

would be willing to share or discuss?  Specifically, we are interested in

any validation tests that your institution would require to be performed

prior to commissioning.  Thanks for any feedback.

Lawrence M. Milchak, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Assistant Professor

Environmental and Occupational Health

University of Pittsburgh

B-50 Benedum Hall

3700 O'Hara St.

Pittsburgh, Pa 15261

(412) 624-8919 (phone)

(412) 624-8524 (fax)

lmilchak@ehs.pitt.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Dec 2001 11:00:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Steve Kridel <kride001@MC.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Design and commissioning of BSL3 labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Hi Lawrence,

This topic comes across the "list" every now and then. Attached, you will

find some info from May of this year. They're good sources. I'd hazard a

guess that the individuals wouldn't mind at all if you contacted them

directly.

Steve

"Milchak, Lawrence" <lmilchak@EHS.PITT.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 12/12/2001

10:29:47 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Design and commissioning of BSL3 labs

Hello Everyone

We are in the process of formalizing the design criteria and commissioning

process for BSL3 and ABSL3 labs here on campus.  We are attempting to

incorporate all of the major criteria from various regulatory agencies, but

we are struggling a bit with some of the specifics.

Does anyone have design criteria or commissioning processes specific for

your institution that is required for BSL3 or ABSL3 construction that you

would be willing to share or discuss?  Specifically, we are interested in

any validation tests that your institution would require to be performed

prior to commissioning.  Thanks for any feedback.

Lawrence M. Milchak, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Assistant Professor

Environmental and Occupational Health

University of Pittsburgh

B-50 Benedum Hall

3700 O'Hara St.

Pittsburgh, Pa 15261

(412) 624-8919 (phone)

(412) 624-8524 (fax)

lmilchak@ehs.pitt.edu

Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 05/24/2001 03:58:41 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Re: Commissioning and Certifying BSL3

Unfortunately, the U.S. does not have unified certification standards for

Level 3 laboratories. Basically, you are on your own to identify the proper

tests and criteria, based on what others have done in the past and what you

would like to see. An excellent review on this subject was written by

Esmeralda Party (et al) titled "Certification of Biosafety Level 3 (BSL3)

Facilities" and published in the Journal of the American Biological Safety

Association in 1996 (Vol 1 page 26-51). If you are looking for specific

tests and criteria consult our friends in Canada. "Agriculture and

Agri-Food

Canada" as well as "Health Canada" have specific design and test criteria

for Level 3.

Hope this helps.

Stefan

Stefan Wagener, PhD, CBSP

Office of Radiation, Chemical & Biological Safety

Michigan State University

C-126 Research Complex Engineering

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone: (517) 355-6503

Fax: (517) 353-4871

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Joan Devastey

Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2001 3:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Commissioning and Certifying BSL3

We are in the process of closing down and demolishing laboratories for the

purpose of constructing BSL-3 facilities.  I too would like to get your

input on this question.

Joan

Joan deVastey, HP/IH

Environmental Health and Safety,

Temple University

3307 N. Broad Street, Room B-49

Philadelphia, PA 19140

215-707-0106; 215-707-1600 (fax)

devastey@mail.temple.edu

>>> olipares@HAWAII.EDU 05/24/01 02:43PM >>>

The University of Hawaii has completed it construction of a BSL-3 facility

and is now going through the "commissioning and certifying phase."

Basically, NIH was the grantor and stated that they need not come out to

"inspect" the facility.  CDC also does not need to "inspect" since no

select agent will be used.

According to the BMBL BSL-3 Item 15, "...The facility must be tested

for verification that the design and operational parameters have been

met prior to operation..."  The question is, are the below parameters

required for certification.

        Room pressure decay

        Ductwork pressure decay

        HEPA filter certification (exhaust, supply)

        BSC certification

        Autoclave certification

        Confirmation of directional airflow

Second question: do you know of vendors that can do these test. There are

no local vendor, would prefer West Coast listing.

Mahalo,

Hubert B. Olipares, MS, RBP

Biological Safety Officer

University of Hawaii

Environmental Health and Safety Office

2040 East-West Road

Honolulu, Hawaii 96822-2022

Telephone:              808-956-3197

Fax:                    808-956-3205

Biosafety Prgm. E-mail: biosafe@hawaii.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bill Homovec <Bill_Homovec@LABCORP.COM>

Subject:      Re: Design and commissioning of BSL3 labs

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The ABSA technical review committee recently reviewed the most recentdraft of Health Canada's Laboratory Biosafety Guidelines. The draft has achapter on facility design and layout that may be useful in your efforts.You can access the draft via the link to Health Canada's web site on theABSA web site. This may be like comparing apples to oranges with respectto CDC biosafety levels, but it is a start.

Bill Homovec

LabCorp

(336) 436-5022

homoveb@labcorp.com

>>> lmilchak@EHS.PITT.EDU 12/12/01 10:29AM >>>

Hello Everyone

We are in the process of formalizing the design criteria and commissioning

process for BSL3 and ABSL3 labs here on campus.  We are attempting to

incorporate all of the major criteria from various regulatory agencies,but

we are struggling a bit with some of the specifics.

Does anyone have design criteria or commissioning processes specific for

your institution that is required for BSL3 or ABSL3 construction that you

would be willing to share or discuss?  Specifically, we are interested in

any validation tests that your institution would require to be performed

prior to commissioning.  Thanks for any feedback.

Lawrence M. Milchak, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Assistant Professor

Environmental and Occupational Health

University of Pittsburgh

B-50 Benedum Hall

3700 O'Hara St.

Pittsburgh, Pa 15261

(412) 624-8919 (phone)

(412) 624-8524 (fax)

lmilchak@ehs.pitt.edu
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Date:         Wed, 12 Dec 2001 13:16:11 -0600

Reply-To:     louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         LouAnn Burnett <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Implementation of Patriot Act

In-Reply-To:  <3C165CB5.CA527D39@wright.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Greg - the USA Patriot Act may be found on ABSA's home page - www.absa.org.

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

Chair, ABSA Communications Committee

Biosafety Program Manager & Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (direct & voice mail)

615/343-4951 (fax)

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Greg Merkle

Sent: Tuesday, December 11, 2001 1:21 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Implementation of Patriot Act

Ok, maybe I am a little slow on this and it has already been

stated in this form, but has the Patriot Act been published

so that the text of the Act can be seen a whole rather than

as bits and parts?  I would like to provide a reference to

the university's biosafety committee and for administration

to consider.

Thanks for your help.

Greg Merkle

Mike Vodkin wrote:

>

> Dear members,

>

>       The recently passed Patriot Act requires defines restricted

personnel

> and requires Universities and other employers to deny them access to

Select

> Agents.  Typically, Biological Safety and/or Environmental Health

Divisions

> are responsible for registering the transfer (and soon probably the

> possession and use) of Select Agents.  Part of the registration process

> will identify personnel who are associated with the project; however,

there

> will not be any information as to whether any of them fall within the

> restricted classification.  I am wondering how Universities or other

> employers intend to comply with the regulation and what additional duties

> may be assigned to Biological Safety-Environmental Health Divisions.

>       Thank you for your participation in a question that may affect many

> of us.

>

> Michael Vodkin

> Biological Safety Section

> University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
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Date:         Wed, 12 Dec 2001 14:38:04 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Marcham, Cheri" <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      two questions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

1.  OK - I thought I saved the email with the list of countries the

Secretary of State, has determined "has repeatedly provided support for

acts of international terrorism," but I guess I lost it.  Could someone

resend that list please?

2.  Regarding Select Agents, a researcher tells me he is submitting for

a grant for working with the full genome of one of the agents, but not

an active culture.  I suspect we should register should he get funded,

but thought I'd ask either for the name and number of the person at CDC

to ask for sure, or ask whether others have determined whether

registration is necessary.

Thanks

you can respond directly to cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Dec 2001 13:33:45 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lisa Wisser <lisa.wisser@SRI.COM>

Organization: SRI International

Subject:      Sharps container?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello List,

I feel a bit silly asking a sharps container question, with all of the

larger issues associated with new and pending legislation, however...

I found a few researchers still using cardboard sleeve containers for

pasteur pipettes in biosafety cabinets. The pipettes often break, and

are used with potentially infectious materials, so we need to find a

"real" sharps container to substitute for the sleeves. I would like to

recommend a similarly-sized container (about 10" tall, 4" wide, 1"

deep), but have not been able to find anything from the major suppliers

we use. Anyone have any sources for a container like this? (we are in

California, so it needs to be red, too).

Thanks for any input you may have,

Lisa Wisser

Biosafety Officer

SRI International

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Dec 2001 16:29:40 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Barringer <BarringA@BA.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: two questions

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Regarding the Select Agents...In addition to whole, viable organisms...youhave to regester Select Agent DNA and whole, non-viable Select Agents(such as gamma irradiated specimens).  Mark Hemphill at the CDC is incharge of the Select Agent Program.  Hope that helps...

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, SOHES

ARS/USDA

Beltsville Agricultural Research Center

Bldg. 003, Rm. 117

(P) 301-504-5557, (F) 301-504-5857

barringa@ba.ars.usda.gov

>>> Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU 12/12/01 03:38PM >>>

1.  OK - I thought I saved the email with the list of countries the

Secretary of State, has determined "has repeatedly provided support for

acts of international terrorism," but I guess I lost it.  Could someone

resend that list please?

2.  Regarding Select Agents, a researcher tells me he is submitting for

a grant for working with the full genome of one of the agents, but not

an active culture.  I suspect we should register should he get funded,

but thought I'd ask either for the name and number of the person at CDC

to ask for sure, or ask whether others have determined whether

registration is necessary.

Thanks

you can respond directly to cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma Health Sciences Center

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73190

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Dec 2001 16:55:20 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps container?

In-Reply-To:  <3C17CD39.A2AEC2EB@sri.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We have recommended a sharps container that looks like a rectanglur waste

basket with the lid.  It is red with the bio label on it. It holds about 3

gal.  Dimensions are about 15" x 10" x 13".  We have suggested that they

have our plant group construct a stand that tilts the containers slightly,

say 20 degrees.  This allows the pipettes to be dropped in the containers

and they will lay down rather neatly.  This allows for more pipettes to be

put in.

Bob

>Hello List,

>

>I feel a bit silly asking a sharps container question, with all of the

>larger issues associated with new and pending legislation, however...

>

>I found a few researchers still using cardboard sleeve containers for

>pasteur pipettes in biosafety cabinets. The pipettes often break, and

>are used with potentially infectious materials, so we need to find a

>"real" sharps container to substitute for the sleeves. I would like to

>recommend a similarly-sized container (about 10" tall, 4" wide, 1"

>deep), but have not been able to find anything from the major suppliers

>we use. Anyone have any sources for a container like this? (we are in

>California, so it needs to be red, too).

>

>Thanks for any input you may have,

>

>Lisa Wisser

>Biosafety Officer

>SRI International

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Wed, 12 Dec 2001 17:00:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         June Angle <anglej@GLIATECH.COM>

Subject:      Re: Sharps container?
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi Lisa:

Try Health Care Logistics in Circleville, Ohio (1-800-848-1633).  They

have a couple of items that may suit your needs.  www.hcl-intl.com

Hope this helps.

June Angle

Gliatech Inc.

Cleveland, OH

-----Original Message-----

From: Lisa Wisser [mailto:lisa.wisser@SRI.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2001 4:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Sharps container?

Hello List,

I feel a bit silly asking a sharps container question, with all of the

larger issues associated with new and pending legislation, however...

I found a few researchers still using cardboard sleeve containers for

pasteur pipettes in biosafety cabinets. The pipettes often break, and

are used with potentially infectious materials, so we need to find a

"real" sharps container to substitute for the sleeves. I would like to

recommend a similarly-sized container (about 10" tall, 4" wide, 1"

deep), but have not been able to find anything from the major suppliers

we use. Anyone have any sources for a container like this? (we are in

California, so it needs to be red, too).

Thanks for any input you may have,

Lisa Wisser

Biosafety Officer

SRI International

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Dec 2001 16:20:57 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kyle Boyett <KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps container?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

What is the feeling of the group. Should contaminated pipettes be brought

outside the confines of the BSC and would not dropping them in a container

generate potentially infectious aerosols? Thanks.

Kyle Boyett

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Occupational Health and Safety

University of Alabama at Birmingham

e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

Phone-  205-934-2487

VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

www.healthsafe.uab.edu

** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

value I place on YOUR life**

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2001 3:55 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Sharps container?

We have recommended a sharps container that looks like a rectanglur waste

basket with the lid.  It is red with the bio label on it. It holds about 3

gal.  Dimensions are about 15" x 10" x 13".  We have suggested that they

have our plant group construct a stand that tilts the containers slightly,

say 20 degrees.  This allows the pipettes to be dropped in the containers

and they will lay down rather neatly.  This allows for more pipettes to be

put in.

Bob

>Hello List,

>

>I feel a bit silly asking a sharps container question, with all of the

>larger issues associated with new and pending legislation, however...

>

>I found a few researchers still using cardboard sleeve containers for

>pasteur pipettes in biosafety cabinets. The pipettes often break, and

>are used with potentially infectious materials, so we need to find a

>"real" sharps container to substitute for the sleeves. I would like to

>recommend a similarly-sized container (about 10" tall, 4" wide, 1"

>deep), but have not been able to find anything from the major suppliers

>we use. Anyone have any sources for a container like this? (we are in

>California, so it needs to be red, too).

>

>Thanks for any input you may have,

>

>Lisa Wisser

>Biosafety Officer

>SRI International

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org
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Date:         Wed, 12 Dec 2001 14:46:21 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <gfunk@AVIRON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Sharps container?

In-Reply-To:  <E372DE8A451CD311899100A0C9B3CEF30326E900@fabem0.fab.uab.ed u>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Kyle -

In my opinion, contaminated pipettes (and all other trash and leftovers)

should be brought out of the BSC only after the procedure is complete.

In-n-out arm motions should be eliminated as they destabilize the airflow

pattern into the front air grille and encourge leakage out of and

penetration into the BSC working volume.  I recommend small sharps waste

containers or stainless steel or plastic trays be used inside the BSC to

collect used or contaminated pipettes.  Dropping a small pipette into a

large waste container will certainly generate an aerosol.  What better

place to do that than inside the BSC?

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

Aviron

408-845-8857

===============================

At 04:20 PM 12/12/01 -0600, you wrote:

>What is the feeling of the group. Should contaminated pipettes be brought

>outside the confines of the BSC and would not dropping them in a container

>generate potentially infectious aerosols? Thanks.

>

>Kyle Boyett

>Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

>Asst. Director of Biosafety

>Occupational Health and Safety

>University of Alabama at Birmingham

>e-mail- kboyett@healthsafe.uab.edu

>Phone-  205-934-2487

>VISIT OUR WEB SITE AT:

>www.healthsafe.uab.edu

>

>** Asking me to overlook a safety violation is like asking me to reduce the

>value I place on YOUR life**

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2001 3:55 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Sharps container?

>

>

>We have recommended a sharps container that looks like a rectanglur waste

>basket with the lid.  It is red with the bio label on it. It holds about 3

>gal.  Dimensions are about 15" x 10" x 13".  We have suggested that they

>have our plant group construct a stand that tilts the containers slightly,

>say 20 degrees.  This allows the pipettes to be dropped in the containers

>and they will lay down rather neatly.  This allows for more pipettes to be

>put in.

>

>Bob

>

>>Hello List,

>>

>>I feel a bit silly asking a sharps container question, with all of the

>>larger issues associated with new and pending legislation, however...

>>

>>I found a few researchers still using cardboard sleeve containers for

>>pasteur pipettes in biosafety cabinets. The pipettes often break, and

>>are used with potentially infectious materials, so we need to find a

>>"real" sharps container to substitute for the sleeves. I would like to

>>recommend a similarly-sized container (about 10" tall, 4" wide, 1"

>>deep), but have not been able to find anything from the major suppliers

>>we use. Anyone have any sources for a container like this? (we are in

>>California, so it needs to be red, too).

>>

>>Thanks for any input you may have,

>>

>>Lisa Wisser

>>Biosafety Officer

>>SRI International

>

>

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      /

>_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

> \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

>  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

>   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Dec 2001 12:16:04 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Design and commissioning of BSL3 labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I would be interested in this information as well.  We are in the process of

constructing a BSL3 lab, and will need to implement commissioning

requirements.

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Milchak, Lawrence [mailto:lmilchak@EHS.PITT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2001 9:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Design and commissioning of BSL3 labs

Hello Everyone

We are in the process of formalizing the design criteria and commissioning

process for BSL3 and ABSL3 labs here on campus.  We are attempting to

incorporate all of the major criteria from various regulatory agencies, but

we are struggling a bit with some of the specifics.

Does anyone have design criteria or commissioning processes specific for

your institution that is required for BSL3 or ABSL3 construction that you

would be willing to share or discuss?  Specifically, we are interested in

any validation tests that your institution would require to be performed

prior to commissioning.  Thanks for any feedback.

Lawrence M. Milchak, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Assistant Professor

Environmental and Occupational Health

University of Pittsburgh

B-50 Benedum Hall

3700 O'Hara St.

Pittsburgh, Pa 15261

(412) 624-8919 (phone)

(412) 624-8524 (fax)

lmilchak@ehs.pitt.edu
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Date:         Thu, 13 Dec 2001 13:20:07 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Victoria Roberts <victoria@MFX.NET>

Subject:      Hazmat experts needed to author professional refernce books

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_01DE_01C183D8.E2384E40"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_01DE_01C183D8.E2384E40

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello,

We are book producers working with many quality publishers, such as

McGraw-Hill, John Wiley & Sons, CRC, and others. A publisher just askedus

for a professional reference book on Hazmat. We need a qualified

expert to write this book. No previous writing experience is required.

We are much more interested in your experience as an expert than we are

with your writing ability. Authors are paid an advance against royalties

and then receive royalties twice a year when books are published and

earning money. This is an excellent part-time opportunity that you cando

from home to build up your bank account and your career credentials.

If you would like to learn more about this publishing opportunity,please

respond to this email with your credentials to receive additionaldetails.

Thank you.

Victoria Roberts

Acquisitions Administrator

Lone Wolf Enterprises, Ltd.

~Professional Publishing Packages~

Lone Wolf Enterprises, Ltd. provides publishers with complete,

camera-ready, professional publishing packages.  See our web site for

further details: <http://www.lonewolfent.net>. Member of American Book

Producers Association.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Dec 2001 11:33:15 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sam Snyder <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hazmat experts needed to author professional refernce books

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I might be interested. Tell me more!

Sam Snyder Ph.D. MPH PE

Risk Management Coordinator

Los Angeles County Office of Education

> ----------

> From:         Victoria Roberts[SMTP:victoria@MFX.NET]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, December 13, 2001 12:20 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Hazmat experts needed to author professional refernce books

>

> Hello,

>

> We are book producers working with many quality publishers, such as

> McGraw-Hill, John Wiley & Sons, CRC, and others. A publisher just asked us

> for a professional reference book on Hazmat. We need a qualified

> expert to write this book. No previous writing experience is required.

> We are much more interested in your experience as an expert than we are

> with your writing ability. Authors are paid an advance against royalties

> and then receive royalties twice a year when books are published and

> earning money. This is an excellent part-time opportunity that you can do

> from home to build up your bank account and your career credentials.

>

> If you would like to learn more about this publishing opportunity, please

> respond to this email with your credentials to receive additional details.

>

> Thank you.

>

> Victoria Roberts

> Acquisitions Administrator

> Lone Wolf Enterprises, Ltd.

>

> ~Professional Publishing Packages~

> Lone Wolf Enterprises, Ltd. provides publishers with complete,

> camera-ready, professional publishing packages.  See our web site for

> further details: < http://www.lonewolfent.net>. Member of American Book

> Producers Association.

>
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Date:         Thu, 13 Dec 2001 11:57:49 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeff Heller <Heller_Jeff@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hazmat experts needed to author professional refernce books

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I MAY BE INTERESTED IN THIS PROJECT. PLEASE SEND A FEW MORE DETAILS

THANKS!

JEFF HELLER, Ph.D.

Los Angeles County Office of Education, at Metropolitan State Hospital

> ----------

> From:         Victoria Roberts

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, December 13, 2001 11:20 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Hazmat experts needed to author professional refernce books

>

> Hello,

>

> We are book producers working with many quality publishers, such as

> McGraw-Hill, John Wiley & Sons, CRC, and others. A publisher just asked us

> for a professional reference book on Hazmat. We need a qualified

> expert to write this book. No previous writing experience is required.

> We are much more interested in your experience as an expert than we are

> with your writing ability. Authors are paid an advance against royalties

> and then receive royalties twice a year when books are published and

> earning money. This is an excellent part-time opportunity that you can do

> from home to build up your bank account and your career credentials.

>

> If you would like to learn more about this publishing opportunity, please

> respond to this email with your credentials to receive additional details.

>

> Thank you.

>

> Victoria Roberts

> Acquisitions Administrator

> Lone Wolf Enterprises, Ltd.

>

> ~Professional Publishing Packages~

> Lone Wolf Enterprises, Ltd. provides publishers with complete,

> camera-ready, professional publishing packages.  See our web site for

> further details: < http://www.lonewolfent.net>. Member of American Book

> Producers Association.

>
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Date:         Thu, 13 Dec 2001 15:15:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      TTX Allowable Use Concentrations

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Return Receipt

    Your      TTX Allowable Use Concentrations

    document

    :

    was       Christina Z Thompson/AM/LLY

    received

    by:

    at:       12/13/2001 03:23:05 PM
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Date:         Thu, 13 Dec 2001 15:16:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: TTX Allowable Use Concentrations

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Return Receipt

    Your      Re: TTX Allowable Use Concentrations

    document

    :

    was       Christina Z Thompson/AM/LLY

    received

    by:

    at:       12/13/2001 03:23:31 PM
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Date:         Thu, 13 Dec 2001 15:18:39 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: TTX Allowable Use Concentrations

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Return Receipt

    Your      Re: TTX Allowable Use Concentrations

    document

    :

    was       Christina Z Thompson/AM/LLY

    received

    by:

    at:       12/13/2001 03:26:08 PM

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Dec 2001 16:24:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Victoria Roberts <victoria@MFX.NET>

Subject:      Re: Hazmat experts needed to author professional refernce books

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello

Thank you for your interest.  We will need a brief summary of your

credentials in order to better evaluate your participation in projects.

Meanwhile, please refer to our website.

Regards, Victoria

Victoria Roberts

Acquisitions Administrator

Lone Wolf Enterprises, Ltd.

P.O. Box 801

Fort Fairfield, Maine  04742

207.476.5062  Voice

207.472.3847  Fax

www.lonewolfent.net
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Date:         Thu, 13 Dec 2001 16:27:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Victoria Roberts <victoria@MFX.NET>

Subject:      Re: Hazmat experts needed to author professional refernce books

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello

Thank you for your interest.  We will need a brief summary of your

credentials for our Project Development committee.  Meanwhile, please refer

to our website.

Regards, Victoria

Victoria Roberts

Acquisitions Administrator

Lone Wolf Enterprises, Ltd.

P.O. Box 801

Fort Fairfield, Maine  04742

207.476.5062  Voice

207.472.3847  Fax

www.lonewolfent.net

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Dec 2001 16:23:10 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      FW House Anti-bioterrorism Bill

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

fyi, House Resolution 3160 can be looked up at

http://thomas.loc.gov/

forwarded message--

The House passed its version of an anti-bioterrorism bill, similar to

legislation authored by Senators Kennedy (D-MA) and Frist (R-TN) whichwas

incorporated in the defense spending bill.  The legislation, the"Public

Health Security and Bioterrorism Response Act of 2001," authored byHouse

Energy Commerce Committee Chairman Billy Tauzin (R-LA) and RankingMember

John Dingell (D-MI), authorizes over $3B in funding.  Included in the

measure is $1.1B to expand national stockpiles of medicines andvaccines.

Funds are directed to expand R&D on drugs, vaccines, and devices tocombat

bioterrorism and other potential disease outbreaks.  Another $100M goesto

the FDA for inspectors and to develop new methods to detectcontaminated

foods.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO=A0 80262

Voice:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

email:=A0=A0=A0 therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Dec 2001 08:18:56 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bill Homovec <Bill_Homovec@LABCORP.COM>

Subject:      Re: FW House Anti-bioterrorism Bill

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

There is a folder on the ASM web site that is dedicated to bioterrorism.They have a legislation folder that tracks federal bioterrorism legislation=

. ASM is updating their page regularly (the link below was updated twodays ago). Between their updates and the link that Therese has provided,you should be able to stay on top of the federal developments.

http://www.asmusa.org/pcsrc/biolegislation.htm

State bioterrorism legislation is another matter. I am aware of no website that tracks these laws. North Carolina recently passed a law thatwill establish a state registry of entities that pocess select agents. TheNC state attorney general passed copies of the law to his peers in theother 49 states. This action could help inspire similar efforts in otherstates.

Bill Homovec

LabCorp

(336) 436-5022

homoveb@labcorp.com

>>> Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU 12/13/01 06:23PM >>>

fyi, House Resolution 3160 can be looked up at

http://thomas.loc.gov/

forwarded message--

The House passed its version of an anti-bioterrorism bill, similar to

legislation authored by Senators Kennedy (D-MA) and Frist (R-TN) which was

incorporated in the defense spending bill.  The legislation, the "Public

Health Security and Bioterrorism Response Act of 2001," authored by House

Energy Commerce Committee Chairman Billy Tauzin (R-LA) and Ranking Member

John Dingell (D-MI), authorizes over $3B in funding.  Included in the

measure is $1.1B to expand national stockpiles of medicines and vaccines.

Funds are directed to expand R&D on drugs, vaccines, and devices to combat

bioterrorism and other potential disease outbreaks.  Another $100M goes to

the FDA for inspectors and to develop new methods to detect contaminated

foods.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Pager:   303-266-5402

Fax:      303-315-8026

email:    therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Dec 2001 09:42:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Auletta <kauletta@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      IBC & Select Agents

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Our IBC has agreed to expand to include review of Select Agents. We're

interested in what other IBCs use for review criteria & applications. If

any of your IBCs are including Select Agents, I'd appreciate anything you

can share.

Thanks.

Kim Auletta

Lab Safety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

SUNY Stony Brook

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY 11794-6200

PHONE: 631-632-9672

FAX: 631-632-9683

E-MAIL: kauletta@notes.cc.sunysb.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Dec 2001 12:54:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>

Subject:      HSV decon on plastic surfaces

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello:

I am looking for the best practice in deconing a plastic surface (animal

cage) for HSV.  The Biological Safety Principle and Practices Book states to

use alcohol or an ionic detergent.  It may be me or maybe it is just Friday

afternoon   - but what do you all use?

Thanks!

Biosafety Manager

OW Basement

302-886-2185

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Dec 2001 10:15:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM>

Subject:      Mailroom safety

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I am curious as to what members of the list serve are doing to ensure mail

room safety. Is there any one out there who has recommend treatment of mail

by irradiation, gaseous decontamination, etc. Please respond at earliest

opportunity to me directly and I will send out the results of this survey

afterwards.

Dan

Daniel F. Liberman, Ph.D.

Associate Director

Environmental Affairs and Safety

Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

900 Ridgebury Road, P.O. Box 368

Ridgefield, CT 06877-0368

Telephone (203) 798-4081

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Schlank, Bliss M [SMTP:bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM]

> Sent: Friday, December 14, 2001 12:54 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      HSVdecon on plastic surfaces

>

> Hello:

> I am looking for the best practice in deconing a plastic surface (animal

> cage) for HSV.  The Biological Safety Principle and Practices Book states

> to

> use alcohol or an ionic detergent.  It may be me or maybe it is just

> Friday

> afternoon   - but what do you all use?

>

> Thanks!

>

> Biosafety Manager

> OW Basement

> 302-886-2185

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Dec 2001 10:21:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mailroom safety

In-Reply-To:  <F5EE4EE4FDDCD51184D40002A58F1A442A191B@RIDMSG01>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We did not do this directly.  We have a safety person strictly for support

staff.  We helped him create and present a power point presentation on

Anthrax and how to deal with it.  We then gave an evaluation that the

threat is minimal and informed concerned personnel how to use ppe including

voluntary respirator use if that made them more comfortable.  At this point

it is up to the user.

bob

>I am curious as to what members of the list serve are doing to ensure mail

>room safety. Is there any one out there who has recommend treatment of mail

>by irradiation, gaseous decontamination, etc. Please respond at earliest

>opportunity to me directly and I will send out the results of this survey

>afterwards.

>

>Dan

>

>Daniel F. Liberman, Ph.D.

>Associate Director

>Environmental Affairs and Safety

>Boehringer Ingelheim Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

>900 Ridgebury Road, P.O. Box 368

>Ridgefield, CT 06877-0368

>Telephone (203) 798-4081

>

>> -----Original Message-----

>> From: Schlank, Bliss M [SMTP:bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM]

>> Sent: Friday, December 14, 2001 12:54 PM

>> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>> Subject:      HSVdecon on plastic surfaces

>>

>> Hello:

>> I am looking for the best practice in deconing a plastic surface (animal

>> cage) for HSV.  The Biological Safety Principle and Practices Book states

>> to

>> use alcohol or an ionic detergent.  It may be me or maybe it is just

>> Friday

>> afternoon   - but what do you all use?

>>

>> Thanks!

>>

>> Biosafety Manager

>> OW Basement

>> 302-886-2185

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

 \ \  / / 27610 Tremiane Dr.   USSF Assessor 7          Occupational &

  \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor      Environmental Safety

   \__/         U.S.A.         RA Member  Personal e-mail rlatsch@naso.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Dec 2001 08:19:01 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      FW: Bioterrorism materials

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C1870E.0814F96E"

This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand

this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_000_01C1870E.0814F96E

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

fyi--I received this forwarded message from our Grants and Contractsoffice

late Friday afternoon

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

Health and Safety Division

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Avenue

Denver, CO=A0 80262

Voice:=A0 303-315-6754

Pager:=A0=A0 303-266-5402

Fax:=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 303-315-8026

email:=A0=A0=A0 therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Tony DeCrappeo [mailto:tdecrappeo@cogr.edu]

Sent: Friday, December 14, 2001 9:40 AM

To: jpeterso@accmail.umd.edu; kphillips@cogr.edu; tdecrappeo@cogr.edu;

matt@ehrs.upenn.edu; wmadden@iastate.edu; thoma010@mc.duke.edu;

jlkeith@mit.edu; jnorris@mit.edu; palfonso@tennessee.edu;

jennifer.poulakidas@ucdc.edu; reuterte@ucmail.uc.edu;

peter_reinhardt@unc.edu; cogr-list@usc.edu; charlton@uthscsa.edu

Subject: Bioterrorism materials

As announced at the November COGR meeting and reported in the Meeting

Report, the COGR Board discussed the threat of terrorist attacks on theU.S.

and the implications on academic research and academic life of

anti-terrorism measures currently being developed by Congress. TheBoard

concluded that the times call for a new relationship between thegovernment

and academe, in which the universities must do more than comply withthe

letter of the law. For that purpose, an ad hoc task force onbioterrorism

was formed, and the group has begun to develop information on new and

pending legislation, steps to assess current risks on campus, and website

links that should be helpful.

The first document attached describes the USA Patriot Act, signed intolaw

October 26, 2001, and the provisions with the most immediateimplications

for research. We should emphasize that the restrictions and penaltiesin

this law apply to individuals, not institutions, so it is for now anopen

question for institutions in considering immediate steps to take in

determining (1)whether any restricted persons currently have access tothe

select biological agents, and (2) whether to limit or deny access tosuch

agents for any restricted persons identified. The task force felt weshould

at least be assessing the risks, and the document provides steps totake in

performing an assessment. It is based on an expectation that future

legislation is almost certainly going to require institutions toincrease

security and require background checks for individuals having access to

select agents (hopefully to be done by the federal government).

The second document is a listing of web resources that addressbiosafety,

bioterrorism, and emergency preparedness and response that would behelpful

as your institution considers its own procedures.

Finally, I have attached, with permission from Warren Madden at IowaState

University, their Continuity of Operations plan that details ISU'semergency

response procedures for all disasters, including biological attacks. 

The task force will continue working on this issue and provideadditional

materials as developments warrant.

Tony DeCrappeo

Council on Governmental Relations

1200 New York Ave. NW

Suite 320

Washington DC 20005

202.289.6655

202.289.6698(fax)

www.cogr.edu

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="Patriot Act impact on research.doc"

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Dec 2001 08:19:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Instructor Search

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

** Proprietary **

** High Priority **

** Reply Requested by 12/18/2001 (Tuesday) **

I am looking for competent, accomplished, qualified instructors in either,or both, fields of Chemistry of Hazardous Materials, and/or Biology ofHazardous Materials.

All curricula will be provided. You would either function as a leadinstructor or assist in course delivery.

Interested individuals please reply, or send a separate email with a copyof your current CV or resume to: jmgood@HSICorp.com.

Please respond by COB today. Please do not repost to other list-serv's.

Thank you for your time.

Jeff

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Dec 2001 10:35:12 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Thanks for the responses

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

** High Priority **

Thanks to all who have responded to my request for instructors. Theimmediate response was overwhelming!

I will be posting again in the near future. In the interim, please visitour web-site www.HSICorp.com, for further information.

All of your responses are being reveiwed, and you will be contacted ifyour skill sets meet our needs. Your time is appreciated.

Please have a happy and safe holiday season and a wonderful new year.

Jeffrey Good

Vice President, Operations

Health Safety International

jmgood@HSICorp.com

www.HSICorp.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Dec 2001 10:35:12 -0500

Reply-To:     Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@gwumc.edu>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      IAEM-LIST: Thanks for the responses

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

NOTE: This is a PUBLIC discussion list; information shared on this list is NOT secure.

** High Priority **

Thanks to all who have responded to my request for instructors. The immediate response was overwhelming!

I will be posting again in the near future. In the interim, please visit our web-site www.HSICorp.com, for further information.

All of your responses are being reveiwed, and you will be contacted if your skill sets meet our needs. Your time is appreciated.

Please have a happy and safe holiday season and a wonderful new year.

Jeffrey Good

Vice President, Operations

Health Safety International

jmgood@HSICorp.com

www.HSICorp.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Dec 2001 15:07:36 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Containment protocols for chronic wasting disease

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I am sending this question for Roy Parsons.  Please respond either to the

list or directly to him.

____________________________________________________________________________

____

We are in the process of doing necropsies, sampling (histology) etc. on Elk

and potentially other cervids for CWD. What level of laboratory controls

(especially Histology) do you recommend along with methods for containment

of

necropsy solids and fluids.  Also what disposal methods do you recommend.

Any assistance would be appreciated.

Roy

Roy Parsons R.E.H.S.

Biological Safety Professional

Environmental Health & Safety

#8 Research Park Development Building

Columbia, Mo. 65211-3050

PHONE: (573) 882-7018

Fax:       (573) 882-7940

E-MAIL:  ParsonsR@missouri.edu

____________________________________________________________________________

_____

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Dec 2001 09:06:03 -0500

Reply-To:     tom@ehrs.upenn.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tom Boyle <tom@EHRS.UPENN.EDU>

Subject:      Agent use in BL3

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Do you allow researchers to work with two different agents in a BL3 facility

at the same time.  If so, do you have any restrictions.  Thank you for your

assistance.  Tom

Thomas Boyle

Senior Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Radiation Safety

University of Pennsylvania

3160 Chestnut Street

Suite 400

Philadelphia, PA 19104-6287

215-573-2355  (phone)

215-898-0140  (FAX)

tom@ehrs.upenn.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Dec 2001 08:16:51 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Heather Gonsoulin <hah8377@LOUISIANA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Containment protocols for chronic wasting disease

In-Reply-To:  <E714C3E4CB0BD411901500902765397007334ED6@exchs003>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Since this disease is suspected of being in the prion family, I would

suggest BMBL prion precautions be followed.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Johnson, Julie A.

Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2001 3:08 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Containment protocols for chronic wasting disease

I am sending this question for Roy Parsons.  Please respond either to the

list or directly to him.

____________________________________________________________________________

____

We are in the process of doing necropsies, sampling (histology) etc. on Elk

and potentially other cervids for CWD. What level of laboratory controls

(especially Histology) do you recommend along with methods for containment

of

necropsy solids and fluids.  Also what disposal methods do you recommend.

Any assistance would be appreciated.

Roy

Roy Parsons R.E.H.S.

Biological Safety Professional

Environmental Health & Safety

#8 Research Park Development Building

Columbia, Mo. 65211-3050

PHONE: (573) 882-7018

Fax:       (573) 882-7940

E-MAIL:  ParsonsR@missouri.edu

____________________________________________________________________________

_____

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Dec 2001 10:57:00 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Parsons, Roy L." <ParsonsR@MISSOURI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Containment protocols for chronic wasting disease

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Thanks for your help.

Roy

-----Original Message-----

From: Heather Gonsoulin [mailto:hah8377@LOUISIANA.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, December 19, 2001 8:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Containment protocols for chronic wasting disease

Since this disease is suspected of being in the prion family, I would

suggest BMBL prion precautions be followed.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Johnson, Julie A.

Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2001 3:08 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Containment protocols for chronic wasting disease

I am sending this question for Roy Parsons.  Please respond either to the

list or directly to him.

____________________________________________________________________________

____

We are in the process of doing necropsies, sampling (histology) etc. on Elk

and potentially other cervids for CWD. What level of laboratory controls

(especially Histology) do you recommend along with methods for containment

of

necropsy solids and fluids.  Also what disposal methods do you recommend.

Any assistance would be appreciated.

Roy

Roy Parsons R.E.H.S.

Biological Safety Professional

Environmental Health & Safety

#8 Research Park Development Building

Columbia, Mo. 65211-3050

PHONE: (573) 882-7018

Fax:       (573) 882-7940

E-MAIL:  ParsonsR@missouri.edu

____________________________________________________________________________

_____

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA  50011

Phone:  515-294-7657

Fax:  515-294-9357

Email:  jajohns@iastate.edu

Web site:  www.ehs.iastate.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Dec 2001 13:10:08 -0500

Reply-To:     speaker@ehs.psu.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Curt Speaker <SPEAKER@SAFETY-1.SAFETY.PSU.EDU>

Organization: UNIVERSITY SAFETY

Subject:      yet another anthrax question

Happy Holidays to you all!

A quick technical question for the group...

Would you consider killed (gamma-irradiated I would imagine)

Bacillus anthracis spores to be covered by the Select Agent rule (or

the Patriot Act for that matter)?  If they are incapable of growing, I

don't see why they should be covered, but no one at my institution

works with (or even has wanted to work with) Select Agents, so this

is some fresh ground for me to cover.

We have a faculty member who is working on some novel detection

methods for bacterial spores, and he obviously wants to try it

against the "real thing".

If anyone else has gone through this or has an opinion, please drop

me a note --- if there is enough interest, I will summarize the results.

thanks!

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^
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=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Dec 2001 15:44:04 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sharps container?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I share your concerns, Lisa.  I have been been able to convince some staff

to switch from glass Pasteur pipets to Falcon plastic aspiration pipets.

You could check these out on-line at the Fisher scientific catalog website.

Here is the description:

"Polystyrene pipets are convenient for removing spent media from tissue

culture vessels and are a safer alternative to glass Pasteur pipets. No need

to autoclave and repackage. Ungraduated, unplugged, sterile, nonpyrogenic.

2mL size comes in choice of individual packaging, 200 per case, or bulk

packed 25 pipets per bag, 200 per case. Other sizes come individually

packaged, 200 per case."

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Lisa Wisser [SMTP:lisa.wisser@SRI.COM]

> Sent: Wednesday, December 12, 2001 4:34 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Sharps container?

>

> Hello List,

>

> I feel a bit silly asking a sharps container question, with all of the

> larger issues associated with new and pending legislation, however...

>

> I found a few researchers still using cardboard sleeve containers for

> pasteur pipettes in biosafety cabinets. The pipettes often break, and

> are used with potentially infectious materials, so we need to find a

> "real" sharps container to substitute for the sleeves. I would like to

> recommend a similarly-sized container (about 10" tall, 4" wide, 1"

> deep), but have not been able to find anything from the major suppliers

> we use. Anyone have any sources for a container like this? (we are in

> California, so it needs to be red, too).

>

> Thanks for any input you may have,

>

> Lisa Wisser

> Biosafety Officer

> SRI International
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cheri L. Hildreth" <cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd: Bioterrorism Legislation Update
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Yesterday's update from the Assoc. of American Universities' Council ofFederal Relations below..

Cheri Hildreth Watts, Director

Dept. of Envir. Health and Safety

University of Louisville

cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu 

CFR UPDATE

>  Association of American Universities

>  1200 New York Avenue, Suite 550, Washington, DC  20005

>  (202) 408-7500 * Fax (202) 408-8184

>  -------------------------------------------

>    Subject: CFR Update 01-#270

>    Date:    AM December 19, 2001

>    To:      Council on Federal Relations

>    cc:      AAU Public Affairs Network, AAU Associates

>    From:    AAU Staff

>

> =B7  Labor/HHS Bill on House Floor Today

> =B7  Bioterrorism Provisions Reportedly Dropped From Defense Bill

> =B7  Other Congressional Developments

> =B7  GAO Releases Conflict-of-Interest Report

>

> =B7  BIOTERRORISM PROVISIONS REPORTEDLY DROPPED FROM DEFENSE BILL

>

> Conferees yesterday also wrapped up agreements on the Defense

appropriations bill (H.R. 3338) and the supplemental spending package it

contains.  The conference report on the legislation is expected to befiled

tonight, and to go to the House floor tomorrow.

>

> According to a reliable source close to the negotiations over this

measure, House Energy and Commerce chairman Billy Tauzin (R-LA) hasobjected

to using the Defense appropriations bill as a vehicle for bioterrorism

legislation, and the conferees have agreed not to include that legislation

in the final version of the bill.  (The Senate had attached the labsecurity

provisions of its bioterrorism bill, S. 1765, to its version of theDefense

bill during full committee markup, and many had assumed that the final

Defense bill would include a House-Senate compromise on this legislationas

well.  But it is said that Tauzin, who is the chief sponsor of the

House-passed bioterrorism bill (H.R. 3488), did not as a matter ofprinciple

want to implement authorizing legislation through an appropriations bill.)

>

> According to AAU's source, staff to Tauzin and the sponsors of theSenate

bioterrorism bill (Bill Frist [R-TN] and Edward Kennedy [D-MA]) have been

having ongoing discussions and are close to final agreement a compromise

bioterrorism bill.  However, the plan now is for the Senate to pass S.1765

by consent this week so that a formal conference reconciling that billwith

H.R. 3488 can be convened relatively quickly in January.

*****************************************

Robert Wheaton, MPH, CIH

Director, Vanderbilt Environmental Health and Safety

Vanderbilt University

1161 21st Avenue, South U-0211 MCN

Nashville, TN 37232-2665

Dept. Phone: (615) 322-2057

Direct Phone: (615) 343-0758

FAX: (615) 343-4951

E-mail: robert.wheaton@vanderbilt.edu

Web: http://www.safety.vanderbilt.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ben Owens <bowens@UNR.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Irradiated Anthrax Spores
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Curt,

With regards to the applicability of the CDC Select Agent Rule to gamma

irradiated anthrax spores, my recommendation is to contact the CDC Select

Agent Registration group.   The preamble to the regulation mentions that

avirulent organisms are not automatically exempt from the Select Agent

requirements.  I know the CDC group is very busy right now, but I have found

that faxing a letter that desctibes your question and asks for a response is

the best way to get an answer.

Laboratory Registration/Select Agent Program: telephone (404) 639-4418; fax

(404) 639-0880

Good luck,

Ben

___________

Ben Owens, Chemical Hygiene Officer

Environmental Health and Safety, MS 328

University of Nevada, Reno

Reno, NV 89557

(775) 327-5196

(775) 784-4553 fax

-----Original Message-----

From: Automatic digest processor <LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

To: Recipients of BIOSAFTY digests <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Date: Wednesday, December 19, 2001 11:23 PM

Subject: BIOSAFTY Digest - 18 Dec 2001 to 19 Dec 2001 (#2001-259)

>There are 5 messages totalling 244 lines in this issue.

>

>Topics of the day:

>

>  1. Agent use in BL3

>  2. Containment protocols for chronic wasting disease (2)

>  3. yet another anthrax question

>  4. Sharps container?

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Dec 2001 17:57:42 +1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Watson, Sonya (LI, Indooroopilly)" <Sonya.Watson@CSIRO.AU>

Subject:      Histochoice MB MSDS
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Hello,

I was wondering if anyone can help?  I have a number of researchers who use

Histochoice MB - a fixative which is designed as a substitute for formalin.

I have searched all the MSDS sites on the web, but cannot find one for

Amresco.  I've tried emailing Amresco direct in Ohio, USA - but have had no

reply.  I've almost exhausted all avenues in Australia.

I was just wondering if there was anyone out there currently using

Histochoice MB and who may have access to an MSDS that they can share?

Many thanks,

Sonya

********************************************************************

Sonya Watson

Occupational Health, Safety and Environment Co-ordinator

CSIRO Long Pocket Laboratories

120 Meiers Road, INDOOROOPILLY  QLD  4068

Ph:  07 3214 2367

Fax:  07 3214 2224
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Date:         Fri, 21 Dec 2001 11:58:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      FW: EPA Pesticide Program Update 12/21/2001:EPA ORDERS TWO COMPAN

              IES TO STOP
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I thought this information might be interesting to the group. Happy

Holidays!

Karen B. Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street - SWG350

Boston, MA 02115

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu

617-632-3890

fax: 617-632-1932

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Listserve.csb@epamail.epa.gov [SMTP:Listserve.csb@epamail.epa.gov]

> Sent: Friday, December 21, 2001 10:51 AM

> To:   Williams.Julia@epamail.epa.gov

> Subject:      EPA Pesticide Program Update 12/21/2001:EPA ORDERS TWO

> COMPANIES TO STOP

>

> EPA Pesticide Program Update

> from EPA's Office of Pesticide Programs 12/21/01

> http://www.epa.gov/pesticides

>

> ******************************************

>

> IN THIS UPDATE:

>

>  EPA ORDERS TWO COMPANIES TO STOP

> SELLING UNREGISTERED ANTHRAX

> PESTICIDAL PRODUCTS TO THE PUBLIC

> (Notes to Correspondence 12/20/01)

>

> The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has

> ordered two companies immediately to stop selling

> unregistered pesticides claiming to protect the public

> from anthrax and requested the companies voluntarily

> to recall these illegal products from the marketplace.

>

> The EPA orders were issued to Homeland Security

> Plus of Gilbert, Ariz., for the illegal sale of Biohazard

> Decontamination Solution, and to Testing Kits Inc. of

> Fort Lauderdale, Fla., for the illegal sale of EnviroFoam

> Easy DECON, also known as "EnviroFoam." Both

> unregistered products were marketed on the Internet.

> The companies have since removed the promotion for

> these products from their websites.  EPA's orders for

> both companies are effective immediately upon receipt.

> The Agency will be monitoring compliance with its

> orders and the companies' voluntary recall.

>

> Selling or distributing unregistered pesticides is generally

> prohibited under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and

> Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), which authorizes EPA to

> issue orders stopping the sale of unregistered products.

> EPA has an extensive pre-market registration process to

> ensure that products that claim to protect public health

> are effective.  It is vital that products that make public

> health claims are effective when used according to specific

> label directions.  EPA continues to inspect advertisements

> on the Internet and other marketing avenues to ensure that

> no unregistered pesticides are illegally sold to the public.

>

> EPA has authorized the limited use of an anthrax

> decontamination foam (a formulation of quaternary

> ammonium and hydrogen peroxide) for use in emergency

> cleanup operations of the U.S. Congress, federal agencies

> and the U.S. Postal Service under a FIFRA exemption.

> This emergency use was authorized for limited spot

> decontamination only by federal, state or local

> emergency response personnel and not by the general

> public. Additional data review required by registration

> will help determine whether such products can be used

> more widely. The anthrax decontamination foam for

> which the EPA exemption was granted was not

> manufactured by Testing Kits Inc.

>

> "Selling unregistered products not approved for public use

> and preying upon consumers' heightened concern for their

> families' health are unconscionable," said EPA

> Administrator Christie Whitman.

>

> While public concern about anthrax is understandable, EPA

> has the responsibility to protect consumers right to know

> about decontamination products and to know that they

> have been tested and proven effective before being sold to

> the public.

>

> Homeland Security Plus and Testing Kits Inc. sales efforts

> were discovered in a coordinated internet surveillance effort

> by the Federal Trade Commission (FTC), with assistance

> from the U.S. Food and Drug Administration, more than 30

> state attorneys general and the California Department of

> Health Services.

>

> "Our 'surf' results and cases such as these unfortunately

> demonstrate the need for consumers to be very skeptical

> of products that claim to protect the public against

> bioterrorism," said FTC=s Director of Consumer

> Protection J. Howard Beales. "There will continue to

> be close monitoring and vigorous and prompt action

> where  necessary."

>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barry Cohen <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

Subject:      Bloodborne Pathogen Video

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Good Morning:

If anyone is aware of a good Bloodborne Pathogen video (for

sale) which takes place in a laboratory setting, I would

appreciate your input.

The only ones I have seen thus far come out of HHMI and MIT.

Regards,

Barry Cohen

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

195 Albany Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4492

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com
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Date:         Thu, 27 Dec 2001 09:36:21 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sam Snyder <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogen Video
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Check on the Coastal Training website: http://www.coastal.com

> ----------

> From:         Barry Cohen[SMTP:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, December 27, 2001 6:44 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Bloodborne Pathogen Video

>

> Good Morning:

>

> If anyone is aware of a good Bloodborne Pathogen video (for

> sale) which takes place in a laboratory setting, I would

> appreciate your input.

>

> The only ones I have seen thus far come out of HHMI and MIT.

>

> Regards,

>

> Barry Cohen

> Director, Environmental Health and Safety

> Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

> 195 Albany Street

> Cambridge, MA 02139

> (V):  617/613-4385

> (F):  617/613-4492

> (E):  bcohen@tktx.com

>

